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Foebword. 

In pis;esenting to the public a new edition of Thomas 
Taylor’s “ Select Works of Plotinus ” it will not be 
out of place to show cause for what may be considered 
by many a somewhat temerous proceeding. hat has 
the present English-reading public to do with Plotinus ; 
w’hat still further has it to do with tlie translations of 
y Thomas Taylor ? 

In the following paragraphs I hope to show' that the 
'I* temper of the public mind of to-day, with regard to 
the problems of religion and philosophy, is very similar 
* to that of the times of Plotinus. The public interest 

, in the philosophy of mysticism and theosophical specu- 

; lation has so largely developed during the last twenty 

I * 3nars that a demand for books treating of Neopla- 

i tonism and kindred subjects is steadily increasing. 

' ■ , Now of Neoplatonism Plotinus was the coryphseus, 

i if not the founder. What Plato was to Socrates, Pio- 

I tinus wa*s to his master, Ammonius Saccas. Neither 

' Socratgs nor Ammonius committed anything to writing ; 

! Plato and Plotinus were the great expounders of the 

tenets of their respective schools, and, as far as we can 
judge, far transcended their teachers in brilliancy of 
i genius. Therefore, to the student of Neoplatonism, 

V t 
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the works of Plotinus are the most inclispensaoie aoou 
ment, and the' basis of the whole system. Just as 
no Platonic philosopher transcended the genius of 
Plato, so no Neoplatonic philosopher surpassed the 
genius of Plotinus. 

The “Bnneads” of Plotinus are, as Harnack says, 

‘ ‘ the primary and classical document of N eoplatonism ; ’ ’ 
of that document there is no translation in the English 
language. There are complete translations in Latin, 
French, and German, hut English scholarship has till 
now entirely neglected Plotinus, who, so tai^lioin 
being inferior to his great master Plato, was thought 
to be a reincarnation of his genius. (“ Itn ejus sinnlis 
jvAicatiis est, ut .. .in hoc illu revixisso pulandns sit. 

St. Augustine, “ De Civitate Dei,” viii. 12.) A glance at 
the Bibliography at the end of this Preface will show 
the reader that though French and German scholars 
have laboured in this field with marked industry and 
success, English scholarship has left the pioneer work 
of Thomas Taylor (in the concluding years of the 
past century and the opening years of the present) 
entirely unsupported. Taylor devoted upwards of fifty 
years of unremitting toil to the restoration of Greek 
philosophy, especially that of Plato and the Neopla- 
tonists. In the midst of great opposition and adverse 
criticism he laboured on single-handed. As T^. M. 
Johnson, the editor of “ The Platonist,” and an enthu- 
siastic admirer of Taylor, says, in the preface to his 
translation of three treatises of Plotinus : ' ^ 

“ This wonderful genius and profound philosopher 
devoted his whole life to the elucidation and propa- 
gation of the Platonic philosophy. By his arduous 
labours modern times became acquainted with many 
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of the works of Plotinus, Porphyry, Proclns, etc. 
Since Taylor’s time something has been known of 
Hotiniis, but he is still to many a mere name.’’ 

Taylor was a pioneer, and of pioneers w^e do not 
' demand the building of government roads. It is true 
that the perfected scholarship of our own times 
■ t demands a higher standard of translation than Taylor 
presents ; but what was true of his critics then, is true 
of his Clitics to-day : though they may know more 
Greek, he knew more Plato. The present translation 
nevertheless is quite faithful enough for all ordinary 
I purposes. Taylor was more than a scholar, he was a 
philosopher in the Platonic sense of the word ; and the 
j translations of Taylor are still in great request, and 
command so high a price in the second-hand market 
that slender purses cannot procure them. The expense 
i and labour of preparing a complete translation of the 
‘‘Enneads,” however, is too great a risk without first 
testing the public interest by a new edition of the only 
partial translation of any size which we possess. A 
I * new'' edition of Taylor’s Select Works of Plotinus” 

I is, therefore, presented to the public in the hope that 

i it may pave the way to a complete translation of the 

* works of the greatest of the Neoplatonists. That the 
‘ signs of the times presage an ever-growing interest in 
s%ch* subjects, and that it is of great importance to 
learn wbat solution one of the most penetrating minds 
‘ of antiquity had to offer of problems in religion and 
{ philos(^phy that are insistently pressing upon us to- 
j day, will be seen from the following considerations. 



PEEFACE. 


Then 'AND Now. 

( 

The early centuries of the Ghristian era are perhaps 
the most interesting epoch that can engage the atten- 
tion of the student of history. The conquests of Borne 
had opened up communication with the most distant t 
parts of her vast empire, and seemed to the conquerors 
to have united even the ends of the earth. The thought 
of the Orient and Occident met, now in conflict, now 
in friendly embrace, and the chief arena for the efiact- 
ment of this intellectual drama was at Alexandria. 

As Vaeherot says: 

“ Alexandria, at the time when Ammonius Saccas 
began to teach, had become the sanctuary of universal 
wisdom. The asylum of the old tradition of the Bast, 
it was at the same time the birth-place of new doc- 
trines. It was at Alexandria that the school of Philo 
represented hellenizing J udaism ; it was at Alexandria 
that the Gndsis synthesized all the traditions^ of 
Syria, of Ohaldsa, of Persia, blended with Judaism, 
with Christianity, and even with Greek philosophy. 
The school of the Alexandrian fathers raised Christian 
thought to a height which it was not to syu’pass, and 
which was to strike fear into the heart of the ortho- 
doxy of the Councils. A strong life flowed in the %t;iinT 
of all these schools and vitalized all their discissions. 
Philo, Basilides, Valentinus, Saint Clement, and Origeii, 
opened up for the mind new vistas of thought, and 
unveiled for it mysteries which the genius of a Plato 
or an Aristotle had never fathomed ” (i. 331). 

Indeed, the time was one of great strain, physical, 
intellectual, and spiritual ; it was, as Zeller says, “ a/ 
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time in which the nations had lost their independencej 
the popular religions their power, the national forms 
of^cnltnre their peculiar stamp, in part if not wholly ; 
ill which the supports of life on its material, as well 
as on its spiritual side, had been broken asunder, and 
the great civilizations of the world were impressed 
% Vvith the consciousness of their own downfall, and with 
the prophetic sense of the approach of a new era; a 
time in which the longing after a new and more satis- 
fying form of spiritual being, a fellowship that should 
embriice all peoples, a form of belief that should bear 
men over all the misery of the present, and tranquillize 
the desire of the soul, was universal ” (v. 391-92, 
quoted by Mozley). 

Such was the state of affairs then, and very similar 
is the condition of things in our own day. It requires 
0 no great effort of the imagination for even the most 
superficial student of the history of these times, to see 
a marked similarity between the general unrest and 
searching after a iie^v ideal that marked that period 
of brilliant intellectual development, and the uncer- 
tainty and eager curiosity of the public mind in the 
tlosing years of the nineteenth century. 

The tendency is the same in kind, but not in degree. 
To-day life is far more intense, thought more active, 
experience more extended, the need of the solution of 
the problem more pressing. It is not Eome who has 
united the nations under her yoke, it is the conquests 
of physical science that have in truth united the ends 
of the earth, and built up an arterial and nervous 
system for our common mother which she has never 
previously possessed. It is not the philosophy of 
ifreece and Eome that are meeting together ; it is not 
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even the philosophy of the then confined Occident 
meeting with the somewhat vague and iinsystematized 
ideas of the then Orient; it is the meeting of the 
great waters, the developed thought and iiidiiBtrious 
observation of the whole Western world meeting wdtii 
the old slow stream of the ancient and modern East. ■ - 
The great impetus that the study of oriental lan- 
guages has received during the last hundred years, the 
radical changes that the study of Sanskrit has wrought 
in the whole domain of philology, have led to the 
initiation of a science of comparative religion whlcli is 
slowly but surely modifying all departments of thouglit 
with which it comes in contact. To-day it is not 
a Marcion who queries the authenticity of texts, but 
the higher criticism ” that has once for all struck 
the death-blow to mere bibie fetishism. The eoufliet 
between religion and science, which for more than 
two hundred years has raged so fiercely, has produced 
a generation that longs and searches for a reconcilia- 
tion. The pendulum has swung from the exti;enie 
of blind and ignorant faith, to the extreme of pseudo- 
scientific materialism and negation ; and now swings 
back again towards faith once more, but faith rationa- 
lized by a scientific study of the psychological pro- 
blems which, after a couple of centuries of denial, 
once more press upon the notice of the western natfbns' 
The pendulum swings back towards belief once more ; 
the phenomena of spiritualism, hypnotism, and psy- 
chism generally, are compelling investigation, and 
that investigation forces us to recognize that these 
factors must be taken into serious account, if we are 
to trace the sweep of human evolution in all its 
ails, and have a right understanding of the history; 
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of civilization. The religious factor, which has been 
either entirely neglected by scientific evolutionists, or 
has remained with an explanation that is at best fan- 
tastically inadequate, must be taken into primary 
account ; and with it the psychic nature of man must 
be profoundly studied, if the problem of religion is to 
receive any really satisfactory solution. 

Thus it is that there is a distinct tendency in the 
public thought of to-day towards a modified mysticism. 
It is a time also when the human heart questions as 
welUas the head ; the great social problems which cry 
out for solution — over-population, the sweating sys- 
tem, the slavery of over-competition — breed strikes, 
socialism, anarchy ; in brief, the desire for betterment. 
Humanitarianism, altruism, fraternity, the idea of a 
universal religion, of a league of peace, such ideas 
. , appear beautiful ideals to the sorely-suffering and over- 
driven men and women of to-day. Yes, the times are 
very like, then and now; and once more the hope 
mystic religion has ever held out, is offered. But 

• my^icism is not an unmixed blessing. Psychism dogs 
its heels ; and hence it is that the history of the past 
shows us that wherever mysticism has arisen, there 

* psychism, with its dangers, errors, and insanities, has 
obscured it. Have we not to-day amongst us crowds 

:: phenomenalists, searchers after strange arts, diabo- 

lists, sy^nbolists, etc., a renaissance of all that the 
past tells us to avoid. All these vagaries obscure the 
true igystic w^ay, and at no time previously do we find 
the various factors so distinctly at work as in the 
first centuries of the Christian era. It was against all 
these enormities and the wild imaginings that invari- 
,ably follow, when the strong power of mystic religion 
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is poured into human thought, that Plotinus arose, to 
revive the dialectic of Plato and rescue the realms of 
pure philosophy from the hosts of disorderly specula- 
tion, while at the same time brilliantly defending tlie 
best that mysticism offered. It will, therefore, be of 
great interest,: for those, who are inclinecl to believe, in 
mystical religion in the present,, day, to consider the 
views of perhaps ■ the most acute reasoner of„,the' 
Greek philosophers, who not only conrbined the Aris- 
totelean and Platonic methods, but also added a refined 
and pure mysticism of his own, whicli the tinjes of 
Plato and Aristotle were unable to produce. 

The reader will doubtless be anxious to learn wvhat 
was the attitude of Plotinus to Christianity, and 
whether the Christian doctrine had any influence on 
the teachings of the greatest of the Neoplatonists. 
Much has been written on the influence of Christianity 
on Neoplatonism and of Neoplatonism on Christiaiiitj, 
especially by German scholars, but it is safer to avoid 
all extreme opinions and be content with the modei;ate 
view of Harnack, that the influence of Christianfty— 
w^hether Gnostic or Catholic — on Neoplatonism was 
at no time very considerable,” and with regard to the 
first teachers of the school entirely unnoticeable. 
Nevertheless, ‘‘ since Neoplatonism originated in Alex- 
andria, where Oriental modes of worship were a^cesr 
sible to- everyone, and since the Jewish philosophy had 
also taken, its place in the literary circles of Alexan- 
dria, we may safely assume that even the ek'}.iest of 
the Neoplatonists possessed an acquaintance witli 
Judaism and Christianity. But if we search Plotinus 
for evidence of any actual influence of Jewish and 
Christian phraseology, we search in vain ; and tha 
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existence of any such infiaenoe is all the more unlikely 
because it is only the later Neoplatonism that offers 
striking and deep-rooted parallels to Philo and the 
Gnostics.” Blit Porphyry (c. xvi.) distinctly states 
that the Gnostics against whom Plotinus wrote, were 
|i , Christians.,.., 

And yet there can be no doubt, that the strong 
spiritual life and hope which the teaching of the Christ 
inspired in the hearts of his hearers, brought a reality 
into men’s lives that would not be content with the 
mere 4)31 visagement of a cold ideal. Those who were 
fired with this hope, taught that this ideal was realiz- 
able, nay, that it had already been realized. With 
such a fervid spirit of hope and enthusiasm aroused, 
philosophy had to look to its laurels. And in the 
words of Mozley, based on Vacherot, “ the philosophers 
. • were kindled by a sense of rivalry ; they felt, present 
‘‘ in the world and actually working, a power such as 
they themselves sought to exercise, moralizing and 
ordering the hearts of men ; and this stirred them to 
- * find a parallel power on their own side, and the nearest 

approach to it, both in character and degree, was 
found in Plato. To Plato they turned themselves with 
• the fervour of pupils towards an almost unerring 
master; hut they selected from Plato those elements 
wjiicfi lay on the same line as that Christian teaching 
whose power elicited their rivalry.” 

Nor were the better instructed of the Christian 
fathers Jree from a like rivalry with the philosophers ; 
and from this rivalry arose the symbols of the Church 
and the subtleties of an Athanasius. Curiously enough 
in our own days we notice a like rivalry in Christian 
i^pologetics in Contact with the great eastern religious 
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sj' stems ; a number of the most enlightened Christian 
writers striving to show tha:t Christianity, in its purest 
and best sense, rises superior to what is best in Jtlie 
Orient. The theory of direct borrowing on either side, 
however, has to be abandoned ; indirect influence is a 
thing that cannot be denied, but direct plagiarism is 
unsupported by any evidence that has yet been dis« 
covered. As Max Miiller says : 

The difficulty of admitting any borrowing on the 
part of one religion from another is much greater 
than is commonly supposed, and if it has* taken 
place, there seems to me only one way in wdiich it can 
be satisfactorily established, namely, by the actual 
occurrence of foreign words which retain a certain 
unidiomatic appearance in the language to which they 
have been transferred. It seems impossible that any 
religious community should have adopted the funda- 
mental principles of religion from another, unless 
their intercourse was intimate and continuous — iniact, 
unless they could freely express their thoughts in a 
common language. ... 

Nor should we forget that most religions have a 
feeling of hostility towards other religions, and that 
they are not likely to borrow from others wffiich in 
their most important and fundamental doctrines they 
consider erroneous (''Theosophy, or Psychotogiml 
Eeligion,'' London, 1893, pp. 367-369). 

And though Plotinus cannot be said to have borrowed 
directly either from Christianity or other ipriental 
ideas, nevertheless it is beyond doubt that he was 
acquainted with them, and that too most intimately. 
By birth he was an Egyptian of Lycopolis (Sivouth) ; 
for eleven years he attended the school of Ainmonius 
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at Alexandria ; his interest in the systems of the 
further East was so great, that he joined the expedi- 
tion of Gordian in order to learn the religio-philosophy 
of the Persians' and 'Indians his -pupils Amelins' /and;,.; 
Porphyry were filled with oriental teaching, and it 
was in answer to their questioning that Plotinus wrote 

:„v ^ the most powerful hooks of the Enneads/’ Porphyry,; ,: 
moreoYer, wrote a long treatise of a very learned 
nature “Against the Christians,” so that it cannot 
have been that the master should have been unac- 
quainted with the views of the pupil. Numenius again 
was highly esteemed by Plotinus and his school, and 
this Pythagoreo- Platonic philosopher was saturated 
with oriental ideas, as Vacherot tells us (i. 318) : 

“ Numenius, a Syrian by origin, and living in the 
Orient, is not less deeply versed in the religious tra- 
dition of Byii^ Judsea, and Persia, than in the philo- 
sophical doctrines of Greece. He is perfectly familiar 
with the works of Philo, and his admiration goes so 
far as to ask whether it is Philo who platonizes, or 

* Plato’^who philonizes ; he dubs Plato the Attic Moses, 
If the doctrines of Philo have at all influenced the 
philosophy of Greece, it is owing to Numenius, the 

♦ father of this Syrian School out of which Amelius and 
Porphyry came into Neoplatonism. 

T^e oriental tendency of the philosopher is shown 
by the fonowung words of Eusebius : ‘ It must be that 
he who treats of the Good, and who has affirmed his 
doctrin(^ w^ith the witness of Plato, should go even 
further back and take hold of the doctrines of Pytha- 
goras. It must be that he should appeal to the most 
renowned of the nations, and that he should present 
the rituals, dograas, and institutions which — originally 
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established by the Brahmans, Jews, Magians, and 
Egyptians — are in agreement with the doctrines of 
Plato ’ (VIII. vii., Be Bono ’'*)• 

We, therefore, find in Plotinus two marked charac- 
teristics: the method of stem dialectic on .the one . 
hand, and a rational and practical mysticism on the 
other that reminds ns very strongly of the best phase , 
of the yoga- systems of ancient India. 

As Brandis remarks : The endeavour which, as 
far as we can judge, characterized Plotinus more than 
any other philosopher of his age was ... to p»ve the 
way to the solution of any question by a careful dis- 
cussion of the difficulties of the case.’' And though 
the method is somewhat tedious, nevertheless the 
philosophy of Plotinus is one of remarkable power and 
symmetry. In the opinion of Mozley : “ There is a real 
soberness in the mind of its author; the difficulties 
connected with the divine self-substance and univer- 
sality, in relation to the individuality of man, though 
they cannot be said to he solved, are presented in a 
manner to which little objection can be taken Intel- 
lectually, and against which no serious charge of 
irreverence can be brought.” This is a great admission 
for a man writing in a dictionary of Christian biography, 
and the word ‘‘ serious^’ might well be omitted from 
the last clause as totally unnecessary, if not supremely 
ridiculous, when applied to such a man as PJotimis. 

The part of the system of our great Nepplatonist 
that has been and will be the least understoodf is that 
connected with the practice of theurgy, which consum- 
mates itself in ecstasy, the Samadhi of the yoga-art of 
Indian mystics. For years Plotinus kept secret the 
teachings of his master Ammonius Saccas, and n<^ 
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till his fellow-pupils Herennius and Origen (not the 
Church father) broke the compact, did he begin to 
expound the tenets publicly. It is curious to notice 
that, though this ecstasy was the consummation of 
the whole system, nowhere does Plotinus enter into 
any details of the methods by which this supreme 
•state of consciousness is to be reached, and I cannot 
but think that he still kept silence deliberately on this 
' :all4mportant poin^ 

Ammonius, the master, made such an impression 
on his "times by his great wisdom and knowledge that 
he was knowai as the god-taught ’’ (OeoSi^aKTog) ; he 
was more than a mere eclectic, he himself attained to 
spiritual insight. The pupil Plotinus also shows all 
the signs of a student of eastern Piaja Yoga, the 

kingly art ’’ of the science of the soul. In his atti- 
^tude to the astrologers, magicians, and phenomena- 
mongers of the time, he shows a thorough contempt 
for such magic arts, though, if -we are to believe 
Porphyry, his own spiritual power was great. The 
• gods Wi daemons and powers were to be commanded 
and not obeyed. Those gods of yours must come to 
me, not I to them Ssr wpoc 
ovK iph irphg keivovg) (Porphyry, x.). 

And, indeed, he ended his life in the way that 
Yogins ill the East are said to pass out of the body. 
When the hour of death approaches they perform 
Tapas, oi\in other words enter into a deep state of 
eoiitem^ilation. This was evidently the mode of leaving 
the world follow^ed by our philosopher, for his last 
words were : Now I seek to lead back the self within 
me to the All-self ” (ro Iv vpuv Ohov kva^uv wpog to 
Iv TfJ Ttavrl Bhov) (Porphyry, ii.). 
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Indeed, Plotinus, “ in so far as we have records of 
him, was in his personal character one of the purest 
and most pleasing of all philosophers, ancient •or 
modern ” (Mozley) ; it is, therefore, of great interest 
for us to learn his opinions on the thought of his own 
time, and what solution he offered of the problems 
which are again presented to us, but with even greater 
insistence, in our own days. We will, therefore, take 
a glance at the main features of his system. 


The System op Plotinus. 

The whole system of Plotinus revolves round the idea 
of a threefold principle, trichotomy, or trinity, and of 
pure intuition. In these respects, it bears a remark- 
able similarity to the great Yedantic system of Indian 
philosophy. Deity, spirit, soul, body, macrocosmic 
and microcosmic, and the essential identity of the 
divine in man with the divine in the universe — the ro 
iv rifuv 6s7ov with the ro sv rw Travri 6s7ov, or of the 
Jiv4tman with the Paramatman — are the main sub- 
jects of his system. 

Thus from the point of view of the great universe, 
we have the One Eeality, or the Peal, the One, the 
Good (ro OF, ro tv, rb ajadov) ; this is the All-self of 
the Upanishads, Brahman or Paramatman. 

Plotinus bestows much labour on the probkm of the 
Absolute, and reaches the only conclusion, possible, 
viz., that it is inexpressible; or, in the words* of the 
Upanishads, “ the mind falls back from it, unable to 
reach it.” It must, nevertheless, produce everything 
out of itself, without suffering any _ diminution or 
becoming weaker (VI. viii. 19) ; essences must flow from 
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it, and yet it experiences no change; it is immanent 
in all existences (IV. iii 17 ; VL xi. 1) — ‘‘ the self 
hidden in the heart of all,” say the Upanishads ; it is 
the Absolute as result, for as absolutely perfect it must 
be the goal, not the operating cause of all being (VI. 
ix. 8, 9), as says Brandis; and Harnack dubs the 
system of Plotinus ‘‘dynamic Pantheism,” whatever 
* that may mean. But we are in the region of paradox 
and inexpressibility, and so had better hasten on to the 
first stage of emanation. 

Fir«t, then, there arises (how, Plotinus does not 
say, for that question no man can solve; the primal 
ways of the One are known to the Omniscient alone) 
the Universal Mind, or ideal universe (voi)c or Koarfxog 
i;oi]Tdc) ; the Ishvara or Lord of the Vedantins. It is 
by the thought (koyog) of the Universal Mind that the 
World-Soul {ipv)(ri rov iravTog OT rtav oXwv) is brought 
^ into being. As Tennemann says (§ ’207) : 

“ Inasmuch as Intelligence (vouc) [Universal Mind] 
contemplates in Unity that which is possible, the latter 
» acquires the character of something determined and 
limited; and so becomes the Actual md Real (ov). 
Consequently, Intelligence is the primal reality, the 
» base of all the rest, and inseparably united to real 
Being. [This resembles the Sach-Ghid-Anandam of 
the Vedantins, or Being, Thought, Bliss.] The object 
contemplated and the thinking subject, are identical; 
and that^ which Intelligence thinks, it at the same 
time cpeates. By always thinking, and always in the 
same manner, yet continually with new difference, 
it produces all things [the logos idea] ; it is the essence 
of all imperishable essences [‘ the base of all the 
worlds ’ of the Upanishads ; ‘ on it all worlds rest ’] ; 
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the sum total of infinite life.’' (See En. VI viii. 16 : 
IV. iii. 17 VL vii. 5, 9 ; viii. 16 : V. L 4, 7 ; iii. 5^ 7 ; 
Y. 2 ; ix. 5 : VI. vii. 12, 13, And for an expositio|i of 
the logos theory in Plotinus, see Vacherot, i. 317.) ' " 
; lVe thence pass on to the World- Soul, the Hiranya'” 
garbha (resplendent germ or shining sphere or en- 
velope) of the XJpanishads. 

The image and product of the motionless nous is 
the. soul,. which, according:. to. Plotinus, is.li.ke the nous, 
immaterial. Its relation to the nous is the same as 
that of the nous to the One. It stands betwaen the 
nous and the phenomenal world, is permeated and 
illuminated by the former, but is also in contact with 
the latter. The nous is indivisible [the root of mo- 
nadic individuality ; the Sattva of the Buddhist theory 
of Ekotibhava as applied to man] ; the soul maij 
preserve its unity and remain in the nous, but at the 
same time it has the power of uniting with the cor- 
poreal world, and thus being disintegrated. It there- 
fore occupies an intermediate position. As a single 
soul (world-soul) it belongs in essence and desti/iation 
to the intelligible world ; biifc it also embraces innu- 
merable individual souls, and these can either submit 
to be ruled by the nous, or turn aside to the sensual, 
and lose themselves in the finite ” (Harnack). 

This is precisely the same idea as that of the Hiran- 
yagarblia, the individual souls arising by a process of 
differentiation (Panchikarana, or quintuplication of 
the primary “ elements ”) from it. Its natpre and 
function are thus summarized byTennemann (|§ 208, 
209) from En. V, i. 6, 7, and vi. 4 ; VL ii. 22 ; and 
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spring of Intelligence (vouc), and the thought (Xd-yoe) 
of Intelligence, benig itself also productive and creative . 
It is therefore Intelligence, but with a more obscure 
vision and less perfect knowledge ; inasmuch as it does 
not itself directly contemplate objects, but through the 
medium of intelligence ; being endowed with an ener- 
getic force which carries its perceptions beyond itself. 
It is not an original but a reflected light, the principle 
of action and of external Nature. Its proper activity 
consists in contemplation (dewpfa) ; and in the pro- 
duction^ of objects by means of this contemplation. 
In this manner it produces, in its turn, different 
classes of souls, and among others the human; the 
faculties of which have a tendency to elevation or 
debasement. The energy of the lowest order, creative, 
and connected with matter, is Nature (<j>v(nc)- 

“ Nature is a contemplative and creative energy^ 
'which gives form to matter (Xdyoc ttoiwv); for form 
;£7 §oc— juop^jj) and thought (Xciyo?) are one and the 
same. All that takes place in the world around us is 
the wsrk of contemplation.” 

It is here that the system of Plotinus is somewhat 
weak ; it is true that he has a strong admiration for 
the beauties of Nature, but, in dealing with the pro- 
blem of matter, he scarcely avoids stumbling, and 
though he criticises the view of certain Gnostic schools 
which made matter the root of all evil, he does not 
entirely c'fear himself from a similar conception. It 
is the object of the "World-Soul so to pervade the 
natural "world that all its parts shall be in perfect 
harmony, “ but in the actual phenornenal world unity 
and harmony are replaced by strife and discord ; the 
result is a conflict, a becoming and vanishing, and 
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illusive existence. And the reason for this state of 
things is that bodies rest on a substratum of matter. 
Matter is the basework of each (ro jddOoQ iKaarov i] 
vX}]) ; it is the dark principle, the indeterminate, that 
which has no qualities, the firj oy. Destitute of form 
and idea it is evil ; as capable of form it is neutral.” 

The Vedantins, on the contrary, pair the root of 
matter (Asat, Prakriti, Maya) with the Universal Mind, 
and make it of like dignity. It is by the removal of 
khis primal veil that the great secret of the Seif is 
revealed. 

Attempts have been made to trace correspondences 
between the three first principles of Plotinus and the 
Christian Trinity ; God the Father and the One Abso- 
lute, Jesus Christ and the First Intelligence or Uni- 
versal Mind, and the Holy Spirit and the World-Soul 
{Jules Simon, i. 308). 

So much for the macrocosmic side. The micro- 
cosmic is necessarily to a lai’ge extent interblended 
with the above, and also views man by means of 
a trichotomy into spirit (vove), soul (i^vxn) and iody 
(awfia) ; by which prism the rays of the primal 
unity are deflected. This again is precisely the same 
division as that of the Vedantins : viz., Karanopadhi, 
the causal vesture, or spiritual veil or impediment 
of the Self; Sukshmopadhi, the subtle vesture, or 
psychic veil or impediment of the Self; and Sthul- 
opadhi, the gross vesture, or physical body. ' The re- 
markable agreement between the view of Plotinus as 
to the three spheres of existence, or states of con- 
sciousness, or hypostases of being, in man and the 
universe, the one being but a reflection of the other, 
and that of Shankaracharya, the great master of the 


A.dvaita Vedantin school of ancient India, may be seen 
from the following brilliant rhumi from the point of 
view of a mystic. It is based on the TattvabodJia, or 
Awakening to Eeality, one of the most remarkable of 
Shankara’s small treatises, so far unfortunately not 
translated into any European language, and is taken 
from the work of a mystic, entitled The Dream of 
^ Eavan’' (a reprint from The Dublin University Maga- 
zine” of 1853, 1854; London, 1895, pp. 211-215). 

“ Man is represented as a prismatic trinity, veiling 
and looked through hy a primordial unity of light — 
gross mitward body [SthulopMhi — crwjua]; subtle in- 
ternal body or soul [SukshmopMhi — a being 
neither body nor soul, but absolute self-forgetfulness, 
called the cause-hochj [Karanopadhi — vovc]? because it 
is the original sin of ignorance of his true nature which 
precipitates him from the spirit into' the life-condition. 

^ These three bodies, existing in the waking, dreaming, 
sleeping states, are all known, witnessed, and watched 
by the spirit which standeth behind and apart from 
thean, in the iimvinking vigilance of ecstasy, or spirit- 
» waking.” 

The writer then goes on to speak of /oxer spheres, 
but the innermost” is in reality no, si)here, but the 
^ state of simplicity or oneness (SrrXwtnc, hwaig). This 
is the state of ecstasy of Plotinus. 

There are four spheres of existence, one enfolding 
the otlieiV'tlie inmost sphere of Turiya, in which the 
individualized spirit lives the ecstatic life ; the sphere of 
transition, or Lethe, in which the spirit, plunged in the 
I ocean of Ajoma, or total unconsciousness, and utterly 
forgetting its real self, undergoes a change of gnostic 
tendency [polarity ?] ; and from not knowing at all, or 
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absolute unconsciousness, emerges on the hither side of 
that Lethean boundar}?- to a false or reversed knowledge 
of things (viparita jhma), under the influence of an 
illusive Prajn a, or belief in, and tendency to, knowledge 
outward from itself, in which delusion it thoroughly 
believes, and now endeavours to realize ; whereas the 
true knowledge which it had in the state of Turiya, oi 
the ecstatic life, was all within itself, in which ite 
intuitively knew and experienced all things. And 
from the sphere of Prajha, or out-knowing,— this 
struggle to reach and recover outside itself ail that it 
once possessed within itself, and lost, — to re^in for 
the lost intuition an objective perception through the 
senses and understanding, — in which the spirit became 
an intelligence, — it merges into the third sphere, which 
is the sphere of dreams, where it believes in a universe 
of light and shade, and where all existence is in the 
way of Abhasa, or phantasm. There it imagines itself^? 
into the Linga-deha (Psyche), or subtle, semi-material, 
ethereal soul. • . . , 

^‘From this subtle personification and phantasmal 
sphere, in due time, it progresses into the fourth or 
outermost sphere, where matter and sense are trium- 
phant ; where the universe is believed a solid reality ; 
where all things exist in the mode of Akara, or sub- 
stantial form; and where that which successively 
forgot itself from spirit into absolute unconsciousness, 
and awoke on this side of that boundary sf oblivion 
into an intelligence struggling outward, and from this 
outward struggling intelligence imagined its^df into a 
conscious, feeling, breathing nervous soul, prepared 
for further clothing, now out-reaiizes itself from soul 
into a body. . . . 




“The first or spiritual state was ecstasy; frora 
ecstasy it forgot itself into deep sleep ; from profound 
sleep it awoke out of unconsciousness, but still within 
itself, into the internal world of dreams ; from dream- 
ing it passed finally into the thoroughly waking state, 
and the outer world of sense.” 

These ideas will help us exceedingly in studying our 
, philosopher and in trying to understand what he meant 
by ecstasy, and why there are three divisions in the 
morals of Plotinus, and how the metempsychosis in 
which he believed was neither for him the caressing of 
;i dre^n nor the actualizing of a metaphor. The most 
sx mpathetic notice of the latter tenet is to be found 
in Jules Simon’s “ Histoire de I’Ecole d’Alexandrie” 
(i. 088 sq.), based for the most part on En. I. i. 12; 
II. ix. 6 ; lY. hi. 9 ; Y. ii. 2; and on Eicinus’ com- 
mentary, p. 508 of Creuzer’s edition ; 

^ “There are two degrees of reward; pure souls, 
whose simplification is not yet accomplished, return 
to a star [the sidereal region rather] to live as they 
were before the fall [into the world of sense] (En. III. 
iv. Q) ; souls that are perfectly pure [or simplified] 
gain union [or at-one-ment] with Deity. But what 
of retribution ? Here comes in the doctrine of metem- 
psychosis, which Plotinus met with everywhere around 
him, amongst the Egyptians, the Jews, and his fore- 
runners in Neoplatonism [Potamon and Ammonius 
Saccas]. .Does Plato really take the doctrine of metem- 
psychosisi seriously, as the ‘ Eepublic ’ would have us 
believe*? Does he not speak of it merely to banter con- 
temporary superstition, as seems evident from the 
‘Timffius’? Or is it not rather one of those dreams 
which Plato loved to fondle, without entirely casting 
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them aside or admitting them, and in which he allowed ’ 
his imagination to stray when knowledge failed him ? 

^ Whatever may'have been the importance of metem- 
psychosis for Plato, we can hardly suppose that 
Plotinus did not take it seriously. He rehabilitates 
ail the ironical and ' strange transformations of the 
' TimsBus and the. myth of Er, the Armenian. Souls 
that have failed to raise themselves ^ [the ordi-^ 
nary level of] humanity, but who have nevertheless 
respected that characteristic in themselves, are reborn 
into a human body; those who have only lived a life 
of sensation, pass into animal bodies, or even, if they 
have been entirely without energy, if the}' liave lived 
an entirely vegetative existence, are condemned to 
live the life of a plant. The exercise of the merely 
political virtues [the lowest class], which do not deserve 
rebirth into a human form, bestows the privilege of 
inhabiting the body of a sociable animal, ttoXctikov # 
for instance, that of a bee ; while tyrants and 
men notorious for their cruelty animate wild beasts. 
Those who have erred through a too great lo^ve of 
music, become singing birds, and too speculative phi- 
losophers are transformed into eagles and other birds 
of soaring flight (En. III. iv. 2). [The elpixivday or 
ironical vein, of Plato is more than apparent in the 
above.] A more terrible punishment is reserved for 
great crimes. Hardened criminals descend to the 
hells, iv ^§ov iMdvra (En. I. viii. 13), and undergo 
those terrible punishments which Plato sets forth in 
the ‘Eepublic ’ (Book X.). [This reminds nst of the 
Pfitalas of the Brahmans and the Aviehi of the 
Buddhists.] 

“ Even though admitting that this doctrine of me- 



tempsychosis is taken literally by Plotinus, we should 
Btill have to ask for him as for Plato, whether the 
human soul really inhabits the body of an animal, and 
whether it is not reborn only into a human body which 
reflects the nature of a certain animal by the character 
of its passioBSr The commentators of the Alexandrian 
school sometimes interpreted Plato in this sense. 
Thus, according to Proclus, Plato in the ‘ Pha3drus 
conclemiis the wicked to live as brutes and not to 
become them, Kariivai ug f3loif Qqpuov, Kai ovk uq awfia 
Bhpuov (Proclus, ^ Com. Tim.,^ p. 329). ^ Chalcidius 
gives the same interpretation, for he distinguishes 
between the doctrines of Plato and those of Pythagoras 
and Empedocles, ‘ qui non naturam modo feram, sed 
etiam formas.’ Hermes (* Comm, of Chalcidius on 
^ Timseus,’ ed. Fabric,, p. 350 j declares in unmis- 
takable terms that a human soul can never return to 
the body of an animal, and that the will of the gods 
for ever preserves it from such a disgrace yap 

vojiiog ovrog, <j>vXa(r<yHV avOpwiTLvriv 'ipvxnv aTTo rodavT^g 

* Moreover, Marinus tells us that Proclus, the last 
great master of Neoplatonism, was persuaded “ that 
lie possessed the soul of Nichomaehus, the Pytha- 

" gorean.” And Proclus in his Commentaries on the 
“ Timseus ” vindicates the tenet, with his usual acute- 
ness (v. 329), as follows: 

“ It is u|ual,” says he, “ to inquire how human souls 
can descend into brute animals. And some, indeed, 
think that there are certain similitudes of men to 
brutes, which they call savage lives : for they by no 
means think it possible that the rational essence can 
become the soul of a savage animal. On the contrary, 
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otliers allow it may be sent into brutes, because all 
souls are of one and the same kind ; so tliat they may 
become wolves and panthers, and ichneumons. But 
true reason, indeed, asserts that the human soul nmj 
be lodged in brutes, yet in such a manner as that it 
may obtain its- :own proper life, and that the degraded 
soul may, as it were, be carried above it and be bound 
to the baser nature by a propensity and similitude of 
affection. And that this is the only mode of insinua- 
tion, we have proved by a multitude of arguments 
in our Commentaries on the ' Phajclrus.' If, how- 
ever, it be requisite to take notice that this* is the 
opinion of Plato, we add that in his *' Eepubiic ’ he 
says, that the soul of Thersites assumed an ape, but 
not the body of an ape ; and in tiio Phaidrus/ that 
the soul descends into a savage life, but not into a 
savage body. For life is eoiijoined with its proper 
soul. And in this place he says it is changed into a 
brutal nature. For a brutal nature is not a brutal 
body, but a brutal life/" (See '' The Sis Books of 
Procliis on the Theology of Plato/' Taylor's trans- 
lation; London, 1816 ; p. I, Introcl.) 

To return to the view of Jules Simon, the distin- 
guished Academician concludes his dissertation with 
the following words : 

These contradictory interpretations have very 
little interest for the history of the philosophy of 
Plato ; but we conclude from the care which the old 
commentators have taken to tone down the strangeness 
of the dogma of metempsychosis in Plato, that it was 
not a literal doctrine with Plotinus." 

I would venture to differ somewhat from M. Jules 
Simon, and to suggest that the contradictory interpre- 
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tations of commeiitators and the difficulties of modern 
criticism on this important tenet have arisen because 
sufficient distinction has not been drawn between the 
spiritual and psychic envelopes of man. The idea of 
union runs through the whole doctrine, and ii the 
Psyche does not centre itself in the Nous, it risks to 
■ ' pass through the Cycle of Necessity (kwkXoc di^aYKijc)- 
■But the Psyche, or soul-vesture, is not the real man. 
The doctrine of metempsychosis, with its twin doctrine 
of reincarnation, or Punarjanman, is arousing much 
interest in our own times, and it may be possible ere 
long to'reconcile much that appears contradictory in 
these doctrines, by a more profound study of the 
psychic and spiritual nature of man than has as yet 
been attempted in the western world. Speaking of 
reincarnation. Max Muller goes as far as to say, it is 
well known that this dogma has been accepted by the 
greatest philosophers of all centuries ” (“ Three Lec- 
tures on the Yedanta Philosophy,” London, 1894, p. 
93) ; and quoting the well-known lines of Wordsworth 
on ‘‘ the soul that rises with us, our life’s star,” he 
1 " endorses them, and adds tentatively, “ that our star 
; in this life is what we made it in a former life, would 
probably sound strange as yet to many ears^ in the 
* * West (p. 167). This brings us to the consideration 
whether or not Plotinus also puts forward the doctrine 
of Karma, which is the complementary doctrine of 
rebirth. Kiat he did so is evident from the summary 

i of Tennemann (| 213) : 

“Every thing that takes place is the result of 
Necessitv, and of a principle identified with all ^ its 
■f- consequences (in this we see the rudiments of Sp^ 

J nozism, and the ‘ Theodicee ’ of Leibnitz)* Alt things 
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are connected together by a perpetual dependency 
(a system of uniyersal Determinism Irom which there 
is only one exception, and that rather apparent than 
real, of Unity). Out of this concatenation ot things 
arise the principles of natural Magic and Divination. 
(See En. HI. ii- 16 ; IV. iv. 4, 5, 32, 40; VI. vii. 8- 

10; VII. ii. 3.) . . . , 

Though the doctrine is not sulBcieiitly insisted upon 
in its moral bearings by Plotinus, and as applied to 
the theory of rebirth, nevertheless the general idea is 

ijllGl'O • 

This next brings us to speak of the practical ethic 
of Plotinus, which was based on his trichotomy of man, 
and reminds us of the Gnostic division into Psychics 
(tPvxiKol) and Pneumatics (irviupariKol), and the per- 
fected Christ. 

There are, says Jules Simon (i. 562), “ three divi- 
sions in the ethic of Plotinus : the political virtues 
necessary for ail men, whose sole aim is the negative 
avoidance of evil ; the higher or cathartic virtues 
(Kadcipcrae), which can only be attained to by '’philo- 
sophers, and whose aim is the destruction of the 
passions and the preparation of the soul for mystic 
11 >1 inn * find lastly, the at-one-ment of the soul with 
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^ and the t. ln'n g known— the Subjective and Objective- 
are identified. The employment of philosophy is to 
acquire a knowledge of the Unity, the essence and 
first principle of all things ; and that not mediately y 
thought or meditation, but by a more exalted method, 
by direct intuition {Tvapovma), anticipating the progress 
of reflection.” (See En. V. iii. 8, v. 7 sq. ; YI. ix. 8, _4.) 

This is put very clumsily by Tennemann, and with 
a far from careful selection of terms, _ but the idea is 
clear enough for the student of mysticism, especially 
that of the East. Meditation is a means whereby the 
soul is prepared fco receive “ flashes ” of the supieme 
wisdom. It is not the gaining of somethmg new, but 
' the regaining of what has been lost, and above all the 
realization of the ever-present Deity. This is pre- 
cisely the same view as that enshrined in the great 
logion of the Upanishads, “ That oxt thou. 

«divine in man is the divine in the universe, nay, is in 
reality the Divinity in all its fulness. We have to 
realize the truth by getting rid of the ignorance which 
hides fit from us. It is here that the doctrines of 
reminiscence {avufivtiai^) and ecstasy (sKcrracrtcj come 
t in. These are admirably set forth by Jules Simon 

J. (U649):,:- : / y V ;,,V 

1 EeminiscGucG is Sj natural cons 6 < 3 .u 6 iiC 6 oi tiic 

! dogma of a past life. The Nous [the spirit or root of 
i . individuality] has had no beginning ; the man [of the 
■ , present lifft] has had a beginning ; the present life is 
therefore a' new situation for the spirit ; it has lived 

elsewhere and under different conditions.” 

It has lived in higher realms, and therefore ^(p. 552) 
“ it conceives for the world of intelligibles [ra voiird, 
Koawoc roiirde, the proper habitat of the vovc] apower- 
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ful love which no longer allows it to turn away its 
thought. This love [^acrtc] is rather a part than a 
consequence of reminiscence.” But ecstasy m the 
consummation of reminiscence (p._553). “Ecstasy 
is not a faculty properly so called, it is a state of the 
soul, which transforms it in such a way that it then 
perceives what was previously hidden from it. The 
state will not be permanent until our union with God 
is irrevocable : here, in earth life, ecstasy is but a 
flash. It is a brief respite bestowed by the favour of 
Deity. [Such flashes are resting-places on qur long 
journey, avaxavXai ev Man can cease to be- 

come man and become God; but man cannot be God 
and man at the same time.” 

And that Plotinus was not a mere theorist, but did 
actually attain unto such a state of consciousness, is 
testified to by Porphyry (c. xxiii.). Plotinus also treats 
of this in the last book of the “Enneads” (see also 
En. V. V. S), but, as he says, it can hardly be described 
(2to K(u ^v(T(j>paaTov to dtapa). Thus we reaeli the 
borderland of philosophy as we understand it. Beyond 
this region lie the realms of pure mysticism and the 
great unknown. And if any one can lead us by a safe 
path to those supernal realms, avoiding the many 
dangers of the way, and in a manner suited to western 
needs, Plotinus is a guide that can be highly recom- 
mended. 

G. E. S. Mead, 

■ * 

London, 1895 
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: Valentiner. '-'Plotin u. s. Enneaderi,” in the "Theo. Stud. u. 

Kritiki?!! ” (1864). 

Lnoseho. “ Augustinus Plotinizans ” (1881). 
tA ^^^uliart. Plotin, in Pauly’s " Kealencyklop, d, klass. Alter- 

tliunis.” 

Brandis (C. A.). ''Plotinus,” in SmitlTs "Dictionary of Greek 
and Roman Biography ” (1870). 

. flainack (A.). "Neoplatonism,” in the " Encvcloptedia Bri- 
, tanniea,” 9th ed. (1884). 

I ( J. R. ). Plotinus ” and " Neoplatonism ” (for admirable 

' digest of sysoein), in Smith and Wace’s "Dictionary of Chris- 

tian Biography ” (1887). 

See also articles in Bayle’s " Dictionnaire Historique ; ” 

^ Eabrkius^’ " Bihliotheca Graeca ” (v. 691-701) ; Dounau’s " Bio- 
S^apliie Universelie, and hranck’s "Dictionnaire des Sciences 
PMlosophiques.” Also Ravaisson (M. Er.), Paris, 1846, 
f "^Essai sur la Ivletaphysique d’Aristote ” (ii. 380-467). And the 

histories of philosophy of M. de Gerando (III. xxi.) ; of Tiede- 
inann (hi. 281 sq.); and of Tenneniann (vi. 166 sq.); " Ge- 
scMciite der Philosophle ” (Leipzig, 1798, 1819, Svo) j or §§ 203- 
j English and French translations, \vhere a capable 

I digest of the philosophy of Plotinus is to be found ; Johnson 

(A.), Oxfoitl, 1832 ; and Cousin (V.), Paris, 1839. 
j But by fa^r the most important works to consult are : 

^ Simon (Jules Francois). Paris, 1845, Svo, 2 vols. Vol i., Book ii., 

I pp. 197-509, are entirely devoted to Piotimis. Title : "His- 

toire de FEcole d’Alexandrie.” 

Vaehei'ot (Etienne), Paris, 1840, Svo, 2 vols. Consult the whole 
of the Introduction to Book II. ; also vol. i., pp. 364-599, for 
a^full and vsympathetic description of Plotinus’ system. 
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Bichter {A,). Halle, 1.867, Svo. A paiHstaking, exhaiistwe, and | 
enthusiastic work. Title: ^‘Neiiplatonisclie Studien : Dar- | 
stellung des Lebens mid der Pliilosophie <les Idotiiis.’* 
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Zeller, “Die Philosopliie der Grieclien,*’ Srd edition, IS81, iii. 2, 
pp. 418-865; Hegel, “Gescb. d. Philos.,*’ iii. 3 scp ; Ritter, iv. 
pp. 571-728 ; Ritter und Preller, “ Hist. Phil. Gr^ec. et Rohl,” 
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INTRODUCTION. 


iKE pliilosopliy of Plato is deeply indebted to two yerj 
extraorcl«nary men, wlio rank among the chief of its 
L.-aders and iiieropliaiits, viz. Plotinus and Proclns ; to the 
former for its restoration, and to the latter for the com- 
plete developinent of alTits sublimities and mysteries. 

It is indeed a reiTia-rkable historical fact, though bnt 
liftle Iv-nowii, that the depths of this philosophy, as I have 
elsev’here observed, h were not perfectly fathomed, except 
hj his iinmeaiate disciples, for more than five hundred 
years, after its first propagation." Por" though Grantor, 
Atticiis, Albinus, G-alen and Plutarch, were men of great 
^ geiiius„and made no common proficiency in philosophic 
attainments, jet they appear not to have developed the 


See the General Introduction to my translation of Plato. 

“ 1 his tact must necessarily he very little known at present, as 
the ptnlosopny of Plato is no longer studied as it was in ancient 
nmes, having become for many centuries obsolete. And yet it is 
no uncommon thing with llie literati, and particularly with the 
eniics or the present age, to deckle with as much eonlklence on 
the dogmas o* this philosophy, ar;d on the writings.of its most 
ccleuiatcd votaries, as on the nugatory and fungous productions 
or the nay. lliese men forget, when tliey boast of having con- 
siimcu the best part of thoir life in the study of the Greek and 
Latii; .aiiguages, that philology is a very different thing from 
philosophy, and that there is extreme danger in being tcelU/rovncM 
at great iTrammar schools, of being at the same time tveU-c/roimd. 
Iaq\v presumption liowover is by no means wonderful when we 


I 
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profundity of Plato’s conceptions ; tlioj witlidrew not tne 
veil ■\vliicli covers liis secret meaning', lilve tlic cui tains 
wliich guarded the adytum of temples from the profane 
eye ; and they saw not that all hehind the veil is liiininous, 
and that there-divine spectacles® every where present tlieiiu 
selves to the view. ■ ■ This task "was .reserved fo,r nieiiwvlio, ', 
wei’e horn indeed in a baser age, but who being allotted a 
nature similar to their master were the true interpreters of 
his sublime and mystic speculations. Of these Plotinus 
was the leader, and to him this phiiosoiVliy is indebted for 
its genuine restoration, and for thah succession /if philo- 
sophic heroes, who were luminous links of the golden chain 

consider that they have been disciplined by ilie spectre of the 
Dniiciad, 

“ Whose beaver’d brow a birchen garland wears, 

Dropping with infants’ blood, and mothers’ tears.” 

And whose language is, 

Since man from beast by words is knmvn, 

Words are man’s province, words we teach alone. 

When Reason doubtful, like the Samian letter, 

Points him two ways, tlie narrower is the better^ 

Placed at the, door of learning, youth to guide, 

We never suffer it to stand too ickh. 

To ask, to guess, to know as they eonnnence, 

As Fancy opens the quick springs of Sense,. 

We ply the memory, we load the brain, 

Bind rebel Wit, and double chain on chain ; 

Confine the thought, to exercise the breath, 

And keep them in theixile of Words till death. 

Whatever the talents, or howder design'd, ' 

We hang one jingling padlock on the mind:'' 

Dwiciad, Book IV. 

^ Ez-lrwv ra jxiv ddvra yv, wt,- €7}Xut Kcti rovvofia, 

rd dk 'Kapa'Kwrdaitara itpo^ipXtjvrai, dOmra rd in TOiij dSvrotr ^vXdr~ 
rovra. Psellus in Alleg. de Sphin. 

^ See my dissertation on the “Eieusinian and Bacchic Mys« 
teries ” in Numbers XV., and XVI. of tlie ‘‘ Pamphleteer.” . 
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of deity. The commencement indeed of this restoration of 
philosophy originated from Ammoiiins Saceas, hut the com- 
pletion of it was the work of Plotinus. For the former of 
these, who was by birth an Alexandrian, and at first nothing 
more than a porter, opened a philosophical school at Alex- 
andria, but with a deternaination not to commit the more 
abstruse and theological dogmas of his philosophy to 
writing. Indeed, this trul}^ great man was so fearful of 
profaning these sublime mysteries, by exposing them to 
vulgar inspection, that he revealed them to his disciples 
Erennius, Origen, and Plotinns, on the condition of in- 
violable* secrecy, and under the guard of irrevocable oaths. 
However, fortunately for posterity, Erennius dissolved the 
compact, and Origen (not the Christian father of that 
name) imitating Erennius, disclosed a part of his master's 
secrets, in a curious treatise on Daemons, which unfortu- 
nately is lost. But the publications of these two great 
men were but trifling efforts to restore the mystic wisdom 
of antiq^uity, since the evolution of it into light free from 
the enigmas in which it had been before enveloped, was 
reserved for the divine genius of Plotinus. 

Of *this very extraordinary man there is a long and in- 
teresting life extant by his disciple Porphyry, from which 
the following particulars are selected for the information 
of the English reader. 

Plotinus was by birth an Egyptian, and was a native of 
Lycopolis, as we are informed by Eunapius ; for Porphyry 
is wholly silent as to this particular. Indeed, this is not 
wonderfulrif we consider wb at Porphyry asserts of him in 
the begiimVng of his life, viz. tliai 7ie was ashamed that his 
soul was in 50%. Hence, says he, he would neither tell 
the race, nor the parents from whom he originated, nor 
would he patiently relate in what country he was born. 
This I know will be considered by a genuine modern, as 
eij;;her rank enthusiasm, or gross affectation ; but he who 
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^ This pestilence was in the time of the Emperor OaJli 
and raged so vehemently, according to 'rreltelliiiH Folllo, tlj.-i 
thousand men perished through the same disease in ojo-* day. 
haiJpened in the year of Christ 26*2, jind of Gall len its y, 10 
not long after Porphyry applied him.self to Ploilnus. 


has fathomed the depth of liis writijigs will immediately 
subscribe to its truth. The same Yeliemeiit love for in tel- 
lectiial pursuits, and contempt for body, made him disdain 
to sit for his picture; so that when Amelins, one of bis 
disciples, begged that he would permit bis likeness to bo 
taken, bis answer expressed the true greatiiest:i of bis mind: 
“ As if (says he) it was not sufficient to bear this imagr^ 
with wdnch nature has surrounded us, you think that a 
more lasting image of this image should be left as a worl-: 
worthy to be inspected.’' However, the wish, of Amelins 
was at length accomplished, by the ingenious coutriYa.nee 
of one Garterius a painter, who by frequeiiting the sciiooi 
of Plotinus, iind viewing his countenance with fixed attem 
tion, produced at length from bis memory a Loppy likeness 
of the ]jhilosoj)her. Though he was often a.!l]icted vvitb 
the colic, he always refused the assistance of clysters, 
asserting that remedies of this kind were not ht for a man 
advanced in years. Hor would he ever receive the assis- 
tance of theriacal antidotes, since he said his iioiirisluiient 
W'as not derived from the bodies of even tame animals. He 
likewise abstained from baths ; but daily used frictions at 
home. But -when, a grievous pestilence raged ^ at^Eome, 
and the servants who vrere accustomed to rub him, fell vic- 
tims to the disease ; from neglecting remedies of this kind, 
he gradually became a prey to the pGstilence. So great 
was the violence of this distemper, and its effects so 
dreadful on Plotinus, as Eiistoeldus iiii’ormed Porphyry 
wlio was then absent, that through a very great. ]n)arseuess, 
all the clear and sonorous vigour oi his music’;! voice was 
lost; and w’hat was still w^orse, Ins eyes were dark'uo‘«b 
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and his hands and feet were covered with ulcers. Hence, 
becoming incapable of receiving the salutations of his 
friends, he left the city, and went to Campania, to the 
estate of one Zethus, an ancient departed friend. Neces- 
saries were here administered to him from the hereditary 
possessions of Zethus, and were likewise brought froin 
Minturnus, from the fields of Castricius.^ But when this 
divine man drew near to his dissolution, that period which 
is no less tlie dread of the vulgar than the transport of the 
pliiiosoplier, and which to Plotinus must have been the 
moment of extatic rapture, Eustochius, who dwelt at 
Puteolds, was not very hasty in his approaches ; doubtless 
not imagining that Plotinus was ou the point of making 
his triumphant exit from a corporeal life. However, when 
he came into the presence of this departing hero, he was 
just in time to receive his dying words, and to preserve the 
sacred sentence to posterity. As yet (says he) I have ex- 
fcded you, and noiv I endeavour that my divine fart may 
return to that divine nature which flourishes throughout the 
universe. Such were the last words of this mighty man, 
VJ'hich like those contained in his writings, are great and 
^ rincoiamon, admirable and sublime. He died at the con- 
clusion of the second year of the reign of M. Aurelius 
Flavius Claudius ; and was at the time of his death in the 
sixty-sixth year of his age, according to the information 
given to Porphyry by Eustochius. Porphyry afterwards 
informs us, in perfect agreement wuth the genius of Plo- 
tinus, that he would never tell to any one, the month., or 
day in wliicli he was born ; because he by no means 
tlionght itipropor that his nativity should be celebrated 
witli sacrifices and banquets. Indeed we cannot suppose 
tlnit he w,liO had such a vehement contempt for a corporeal 
life, would ]:!C anxious that his entrance into mortality 

^ 'i’his is ilie Firnins Castriciiis to 'svhom Porphyry inscribes his 
trcr.use “ On Abstinence from Animal Food.” 

I 
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should be solemnized witli festivity ; but rather, consider- 
ing himself with Empedocles, as 

Heaven’s exile straying from the orl> of light, 

he would be disposed to lament his captivity, and nioum 
the degradation of his nature. However, he was not averse 
to celebrate the nativities of Socrates and Plato ; for he 
assisted at the sacred rites, and invited his friends to a 
philosophic banquet, where it was required that eveiy 
guest should recite a written oration, adapted to the occa- 
sion of their amicable association. 

The few particulars which this great man condescended 
to relate of himself in familiar discourse, are the fcllowniig: 
when he was eight years of age, and was even under the 
tuition of a Kterary preceptor, he used to freqin?nt his 
nurse, and uncover her breasts, through an avidity of suck- 
ing her milk. And this custom he continued, till being 
accused of troublesomeness, and covered with shame 
through the rej>roof, he abandoned this extraordinary 
custom. This story, however trifling it may appear, in- 
dicates in my opinion, the native innocence, and genuine 
simplicity of manners which so eminently marked the 
character of Plotinus, When he w-as in the twenty-eighth 
year of his age, being vehemently inflamed with the love 
of philosophy, he was recommended to the most excellent 
masters of Alexandria; but he left their schools with 
sorrow and disappointment. By a fortunate event how- 
ever, he told a certain friend, who was well acqiiamted 
with the disposition of his mind, the cause of hisi affliction, 
and he brought him to the celebrated Ammohms, whose 
school Plotinus had probably overlooked, among the great 
multitude with which that illustrious city abounded. But 
when he entered the school of Ammonius, and heard him 
philosophize, he exclaimed in transport to his friend, 
is the man I have been seeUng. Prom that day he gave 
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himself up to Ammoniiis with sedulous attention for eleven 
years; and made such rapid advances in his philosophy, 
that he determined to study also the philosophy of the 
Persians, and the wisdom particularly cultivated by the 
Indian sages. Por this purposes, when the Emperor 
G-ordian marched into Persia, in order to war upon that 
nation, Plotinus Joined himself to the army, being at that 
time in the nine and thirtieth year of his age. But after 
Gordian was destroyed about Mesopotamia, Plotinus fled 
to Antioch, where he received a fortunate shelter from the 
dangers and devastations of war; and in the reign of the 
Empero^ Philip came to Eome, in the fortieth year of his age. 

It was a long time before Plotinus committed his 
thoughts to writing ; and gave the world a copy of his 
inimitable mind. That light which was shortly to illumi- 
nate mankind, as yet shone with solitary splendonr, or at 
best beamed only on a beloved few. It was now, how- 
ever, destined to emerge from its sanctuary, and to display 
*its radiance with unbounded diflcusion. But a disciple like 
Porphyry, was requisite to the full perfection of its appear- 
ance. Amelius was indeed laborious, but he was at the 
same Mme verbose. He neither appears to have possessed 
the inquisitive spirit, nor the elegant genius of Porphyry ; 
and Ms commentaries were too voluminous to be exquisitely 
good. Porphyry gives a singular specimen of bis en- 
durance of labour, when he informs us that he committed 
to writing almost all the dogmas of Humenius, and re- 
tained a very considerable part of them in his memory. 
He was npt" however, though an excellent philosopher, 
calculated ^to urge Plotinus to write, or to assist him in 
writing; but this important task was reserved for Porphyry, 
who, in the words of Eunapius, ‘‘like a Mercurial chain 
let down for the benefit of m.ortals, by the assistance of 
universal erudition, explained every thing with clearness 
and precision/* Plotinus, indeed, began to write in the 

% 
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first year of the Ensperor Gallieiuis ; aii«l lie eoutinned. to 
note such questions as oceiirrecl to him, for tJie ten foliow- 
iiig years, in the last of which he heeame acquainted wIi1j 
P orphyry, who was at that time in the tliirtietli year of 
his age. He had then .composed one-aiid-twentj, hooks, 
which were in the hands hut of a few.: for^ th.e.. editioii.was, 
difficult to he procured, and was not universa..liy known. 
Besides, Plotinus was neither Iiastj nor rash in his piildi- 
cations; hut he gave those only to the light, which had 
been approved hy a mature and delihenite judgment. Tiio 
oiie-and- twenty books %ve have Just nienii^med, alter 
various inscriptions, at length obtained the fffiiowitig 
titles. 

On the Beautiful. Ennead I. lib. 6. 

On the Immortality of the Soul. IV*. 7. 

On Fate. III. 1. 

On the Essence of the Soul, IV. 1, 

On Intellect, Ideas, and Being. Y. 9. 

On the Descent of the Soul into Bodies. IV. S, 

How things posterior to the First, proceed from tlio First, raid 
on the One, V. 4. 

Whether all Souls are one ? IV. 9. 

On the Good^ or the One, VI. 9. V 

On the tliree Hypostases that rank as the Pri]ici|)Ies of Things. 
V. 1. 

On the Generation and Order cf Tilings posteinhir to ^tlK^ 


On the two Matters [f.e. the Intelligible and the So 
Various Considerations. HI. 9. 

On tlie Circular Motion of the Heavens. If. 2. 
On the Da3mon allotted to us. III. 4. 

On the reasonable Exit from the pre.se!il Lii'e. 

On Quality. II. 6. 

Whether there are Ideas of Particulars. V. 7. 
On the Virtues. I. 2. 

On Dialectic. I. 3. 

How the Soul is said to be a medium between 
and partible Essence. IV. 2. 
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These one- and- twenty books were finished when Por- 
phyry first became acquainted with Plotinus ; and when 
this great man was fifty-nine years old. During the six 
years in which Porphyry was his companion as well as 
disciple, many questions of a very abstruse nature were 
discussed in their philosophical conversations, which, at 
the joint request of Porphyry and Amelins, Plotinus com- 
mitted to writing, and produced from their investigation, 
two elaborate and admirable books, On true being, demon- 
sfrcding that it is every %vlieTe one and the same whole 
“Ennead”Ti. lib. 4, 5. And afterwards he wrote two 
others, *biie of which shows, That the nature which is beyond 
being is not mtelledive, and what that is which is pimarily, 
and also thai which is secondarily intellective, Ennead 
v. 6, But the other is, On that which is in capacity, and 
that which is in energy. “ Ennead ” ii. 5, He likewise 
wTote the following books ; 

On the Impassivity cf Incorporeal l^atures.^ Ennead III. 6. 

* On the Son ! 5 two Books. IV. 3, 4. ■ 

On the Soul, a third Book, or On the Manner in \Yhicli we see. 

IV. 5. ' ’ 

■On C%itemplatioii. III. 8. 

• On Intelligible Beauty. V. 8. 

That' Iiitelligibles' are not external to Intellect ; . 'and concerning. : 

Intellect .and Good, Y, 5,. ;■■■ 

Against .the .Gnostics. . '.II.. 9, , 

"On Kiimbers. . VI.. 6.. ■ ■ . : 

■ Why things seen at a distance appear to be- small. II. 8. 
Whether iY‘Iicity consists in an extension of Time. I. 6. 

On Total Mixture. XL 7. 

ilow tlie nMtitude of Ideas subsists, and concerning the Good. 
VI. 7. ' 

On the Voluntary. VL 8. 

It is strange that ralMlcius shoiiid think this treatise ought to 
he etiiilied, wf-u! r/jc airaORur rwy auofxdrtav, “ On the Impassivity o£ 
}-jiKiies.’’ For the man of intellect who reads it, must immediately 
%e<^. tiiat suck a title would he ridiculous. 

I 


INTRODUCTION. 


11 . 1 . 

Memory. IV. 6. 

of Beings, tLree Books. VL 1, 2, S. 

LdTime. Ill, 7, 

Porpliyry resided ia Sicily, and about tlie 
of tlie Emperor G-allieniis, Plot! u us composed 
mng Boobs, ’wliicb lie sent to Porpliyry for 

Ennead I. 4. 

i, two Books. III. 2, 3. 

irpostases, and that wliidi is beyond IV. 3. 

is were transmitted to Porphyry in the first 
Emperor Claudius’ reign. And about the 
tlie second year, and a little before his death, 
ihe following, and the last : 
s are Evil, and whence Evils originate* Ennead I. 

itars effect any thing. II. 3. 
and w'hat Animal is f I. 1 . 
lood, and other Goods. I. 7. 

: amount therefore, of the boolcs written by 
meeting the preceding with those just enume- 
y-four, which Porphyry has divided into six 
gning, agreeably to the meaning of the word, 
> every ennead. But they bear evident marks, 
:y, of the different periods, at which they w’-ere 
For the first one-and-twenty, which -were 
e former part of his life, if compared with the 
seem to possess an inferior xiower, and to 1 »e 
itrength. But those composed in the middle 
xMbit the vigour of power, and tlie acme of 
And such with a few excejitions are the four- 
ive have already enumerated. The last nine, 
ich were composed in the decline of life, bear 
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tie marks of remitted energy, and drooping vigour. And 
this the four last exhibit more evidently than the preceding 

ilTe. , 1 • 

Plotinus had many auditors, and likewise a multitude 

of zealous partizans, and philosophic familiars. Among 
the latter of these, Amelins the Tuscan, and Paulinus the 
Scythopolitan, a physician, held a distinguished rank. To 
which may be added Eustoohius of Alexandria, a physician, 
who enjoyed the familiarity of Plotinus to the last, was 
present' at his death, and giving himseH entirely to the 
doctrines of Plotinus, assumed the habit of a genuine 
philolopher. Besides these Zothicus, a critic and poet, wa,s 
conversant with Plotinus, who amended the works of Anti- 
maehus, and rendered the Atlantic history very poetically 
in verse ; but after this he became blind, and died a short 
time prior to Plotinus. Zethus, too, was very familiar 
with our philosopher, who derived his origin from Arabia, 
and married the wife of one Theodosius, the familiar of 
• Ammonius. This Zethus was deeply skilled in medicine, 
and very much beloved by Plotinus, who endeavom-ed to 
dissuade him from engaging in the administration of 
public affairs. Such indeed, was his familiarity with our 
philosopher that, as we have already observed, Plotinus 
spent the last hours of his life at his rural retreat. 
Porphvry likewise informs us, that not a few senators 
were the sedulous auditors of Plotmus. Philosophy in- 
deed, as it is the most noble and liberal of all pursuits, 
ought never to be separated from noble birth and exalted 
rank. It is naturally allied to every thing great, and is 
calculate to confer dignity, even on greatness itself. It 
exalts the majesty of the monarch, stamps nobility with 
true o-randeur, and raises the plebeian to immortality. 
Among this illustrious body of men, Marcellus Orontius 
dilio-ently applied himself to philosophy, and made rapid 
.advances in its attainment. This too was the case with 
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SabiniiluSf and above ail witb. tlie senator Rogatiaiiusd 
So deeply eiiaiiioured was this last-mentioned iiobleniao, 
of the charms of wisdom, and the discourses of Plotinus, 
and so attentiv^e to the care of separating Ms soul from his 
corporeal life, that he neglected his wea-llh and secular 
affairs, dismissed his servants, and rejected the dignities 
Hence, when he was chosen prmtor, and the 
he . neither .'came into 
of ,his office, nor dwelt in 


of the state. 

lictors waited for his appearance, 
public, nor regarded the duties 
the house allotted for his reception ; but he sunt and slojd 
■with certain of his friends and familiars, and gave liimself: 
to absolute retirement in the day. By this negligence and 
carelessness of life, (says Porphyry) from being so vehe- 
mently affilcted with the gout, that he was obliged to be 
carried in a chair, he resumed his pristine strength and 
vigour. A.iid from being so diseased in his hands, that he 
could not extend them when necessary, lie so recovered 
their use by philosophic endurance, that be could employ 
them with greater expedition than the manual meelianie. 
This great man, as wo may suppose, possessed a principal 
place in the esteem of Plotinus, who was not sparing in 
his praise of so uncommon a character, and proposed I’lim as 
an illustrious example to the pupils of philosoph}'. Happy 
Rogatianus 1 who could relinquish power for knowledge, 
and prefer the perpetual inheritance of wisdom to the 

^ This Rogatianus is doubtless the x>ci’sou whom Porphyry 
alludes in his treatise '‘On Abstinence/’ lib. i, p. 106, in the 
following passage; "Tliere -was once a,n in.stanec, whore a neglh 
gence of terrene concerns, and a contemplation and ijHnition of 
such as are divine, expelled an articular disease, win'eh had inl‘oslo<l 
a certain person for the space of eight yenrs. Ho that at the very 
same time, that his soul was divested of a solicitous cuncerfi for 
riches, and corporeal affairs, Ms body was froe^l from a tr<jul>le> 
some disease.” \Yhat Porphyry here say.s is perfectly conformable 
to the Chahhean oracle, By extending a liery {ie, a divine) intel* 
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gaudy splenaotirs of title, and tlie fleeting liononrs of 
command. Alexaiidrinus Serapion, too, was one of Iiis 
associates, wlio was at fi.rst a rhetorician, but afterwards 
gave liiniself to philosophical discussions; though, shameful 
to relate, he was at the same time a slave to nsniy and 
avarice.'' Besides all these, says Porphyry, he reckoned 
me, a native of Tyre, among his most friendly adherents, 
and whom he also appointed to correct his writings. 

Tbe following particulars relative to composition are 
related ly Porphyry of this extraordinary mam He could 
by no means endure to review twice what he had written, 
nor even to read Iiis composition, through the badness of 
his sight. But wdiile he was writing he neither formed 
the letters with accuracy, nor exactly distinguished the 
syllables, nor bestow^ed any diligent attention on the 
orthography ; but neglecting all these as trifles, he "was 
alone attentive to the intellection of his wonderful mind ; 
and, to the admiration of all Ms disciples, persevered in 

* Aristotle, in Ms “ Nicomaeliean Ethics,” lias shewn with Ms 
iisual accm*acy, that avarice is worse than profusion. Idrcst, 
because it is incurable. For it is the vice of old age, and increases 
with* age. It is also manifold, and has nothing in common with 
liberality. In the tliird place, it is not useful to any one, not even 
to Mm wdio labours under it. Hence the luo verb, that the avari- 
cious man never heneftts, but when he dies ; for then he begins to 
be useful. And in tbe fourth place, men more frequently sin in 
this vice than in that of profusion. But prodigality is less a vice 
than avarice, first, because it may be easily cured and corrected, 
partly by increase of age, and partly by a defect of wealth. For 
poverty 'at length compels the prodigal to stop his profusion. And 
in the iiG|t place, prodigality is more allied to liberality than 
a,variec; so far as, by giving, it is also useful to others; and on 
that aeconnt it is likewise sometimes praised. In sliort, if there 
is not an.y Fning more excellent than gooduess, and because there 
is livC., we --‘ail « iod <jno^hiPS^ ftself, and if the very essence of good- 
ness consists ill imparting in a becoming manner, there cannot^ be 
any thing w'orse than avarice, since the very essence of it consists 
\n faili.ig to gioc. 

I 
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this custom to the end of liis life. To the mere critic and 
philologist, Plotinus will doubtless appear inexcusable for 
such wiportant omissions; but to the sublime and con- 
templative genius^ his negligence will be considered as the 
result of vehement conception, and profound ratiocination. 
Such, indeed, was the power of his intellect, that wlien he 
had once conceived the whole disposition of Ms lliouglits 
from the beginning to the end, and had afterwards com- 
mitted them to writing, his composition was so connected, 
that he appeared to be merely transcribing from* a bool^-. 
Hence he would discuss his domestic affairs without de- 
parting from the actual intention of his mind ; and at one 
and the same time transact the necessary negoeiations of 
friendship, and preserve an uninteiTupted survey of the 
things he had proposed to consider. In consequence of 
this uncommon power of intellection, when he returned 
to writing, after the departure of the person with whom 
he had been conversing, he did not review what he had 
written, owing, as we have observed, to the defect of his 
sight; and yet he so connected the preceding with the 
subsequent conceptions, as if his composition had never 
been interrupted. Hence he %vas at the same time present 
with others and with himself, so that as Porphyx^y ob- 
serves, the self-converted energy of his intellect was nevei 
remitted, except perhaps in sleep, which the paucity of his 
food (for he frequently abstained even from bread) and 
his incessant conversion to intellect, contributed in no 
small degree to expel. 

Several women also vehemently admired the# doctrines 
of Plotinus; and also many noble persons of both sexes, 
when at the point of death, committed their children ami 
all their property to Plotinus, as to a certain sacred and 
divine guardian. Hence, says Porphyry, the house of 
Plotinus was filled with boys and virgins (among the 
number of which was Potamon), whom he educated with 
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diligence and care. Nor was he wearied in hearing the 
procurators of his pupils, rendering an account of their 
conduct, or paying an accui^ate attention to the expenditure 
of their income, affirming, that as they did not yet philo- 
sophize, tliey ought to possess their own property, and 
receive their annual rents without detriment Yet though 
he was so attentive to his pupils in the necessary concerns 
of life, the intellectual energy of his soul while he was 
awake, never suffered any interruption from externals, nor 
any remission of vigour. He was likewise extremely mild 
in his manners, and was easy of access to all his friends 
and adherents. Hence, so great was his philosophic ^ 

urbanity, that though he resided at Eome six-and- twenty ^ 

years, and had been the arbitrator of many litigious I 
causes, which he amicably dissolved, yet he had no enemy 
throughout that vast and illustrious city. 

But though Plotinus was so greatly esteemed at Eome, 
and in general by all who had the happiness of his ac- 
, quaintance, yet he had one vehement enemy in the person 
of Alexandrinns Olympins, who had been for a short time 
the disciple of Ammonius, and who arrogantly conceived 
himself to be the first of philosophers, and conducted 
himself contemptuously towards Plotinus, So deadly, 
indeed, was his hatred of our philosopher, that he attempted 
to invade him, by drawing down, through magical arts, 
the baneful influences of the stars. The attempt was 
however vain, and noxious to its author. Por the sidereal 
deiluxions, instead of being hurtful to Plotinus, were 
refieeted on Olympins. Hence he exclaimed to his com- 
panions, that the soul of Plotinus possessed such a 
mighty power, that it immediately repelled malignant 
influences dii'ected upon his person, on the authors of the 
eviJ.’^ But Plotinus, when Olympins first machinated his 
sidereal incbantinciits, was conscious of his design, and 
said to his friends: the body of Olympins is con- 

% 
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tra,cted like a purse, and all his members are bruised 
together.” After Oljmpiiig, therefore, had often found to 
his own detriment, that the baneful iniiiiences intended 
for Plotinus was repelled on himself, he desisted f}*03n 
such base and fruitless undertakings. Indeed, sajs Por- 
phyry,:: Plotiiips . ..naturally . possessed something greater 
t.Iiaii the rest of mankind, which the foihjwijig extra- 
ordinary relation abundantly evinces. A ceri:ain. Egyptian 
priest, who at that time was at Eome, ami who Ijeeanio 
knowm to Plotinus through one of his friends (pe:rluips 
Porphyry himself), being desirous to exhibit his wisdom 
in that illustrious city, persuaded our philosopher to tend 
him, for the purpose of beholding, thruugh his invocatiojjs, 
his familiar dmmon ; to wl]ii(3h request Plotinus readily 
consented. But the invocation was performed in the 
temple of Isis ; this being the only pure place in Rome the 
Egyptian priest was able to find. However, instead of a 
dminon, as was expected, a G-od approached, who was not, 
says Porjiliyry, in the genus of dmmons. The Egyi 3 tian 
astonished at the unexpected event exclaimed, “ Happy 
Plotinus, wdio hast a G-od for a dsemon,^ and whose familiar 
attendant does not rank among the inferior kind 1 ” This 
extraordinary, however, and delightful vision was of short 
duration. For the priest affirmed, that it %vas not then 
lawful to ask any question, or any longer to enjoy the 
vision, because a certain friend wiio was present, at tlie 

^ “Tiic most perfect souls (says Proelus in MB. Commeiit. in 
‘ Alcibiad.’ I.) who are conversant with generation in an iLadeiilcd 
inamier, as they choose a life conformable to their presiding (;?(.>d, 
so they live according to a divine deemon, who conjoined tliem to 
their projjer deity when they dwelt on high. lienee, the ICgyptian 
priest admired Plotinus, as being governed by a divine dieinon. 
And prior to this he observes, that tlieOrst and highest dfcmons 
are divine, and who often appear as GJods, through their transcen 
dent similitude to the divinities. For that which is lirst in eveiy 
order preserves the form of the nature inior to itself. ” 
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spectacle, suiiocated some birds ’wMcli lie lield in bis hands 
for the sake of safety, either impelled by enyy or terrified 
tliroiigli fear. As Plotinus therefore was allotted a d^nion 
belonging to the diriner orders, the divine eye of his soul 
was perpetually elevated to this guardian deity. On this 
account, he coinj^osed a book, “On the Daemons” which 
are allotted to us, in which he diligently endeavours to 
assign the causes of the diversity subsisting among these 
attendants on mankind. 

Plotinus likewise appears to have possessed a most 
extraordinary skill in physiognomy, as is evinced by the 
followfng circumstance. A lady named Chion, who 
together with her daughters resided in his house, -and 
there happily passed a chaste widowhood, was fraiidu- 
lently deprived of a very valuable necklace. ‘ In con- 
sequence of this, all the servants and domestics were 
summoned into the presence of Plotinus, who regarded 
their, several countenances, .selected- one of them, and 
'' accused Mm of the theft. - The'.: man was immediately 
chastised, and for some time denied the fact, but at length 
confessed Ms guilt, and restored the necklace. In a 
similar manner (says Porphyry) .he wondei'fully predicted 
' : the destiny of the young men. of Ms- .acquMntance ; ' as^of A 
one Polemo, he foretold, that he would be very .mueh:,:; 
addicted to love, and would live .but for a short time, 
which happened according to Ms prediction. ;. ' But the last 
„ .instance of Ms sagacity, related by.. Porphyry, ,;,'exeeiS'.:alI; 
"the rest, both in- the singular. , skill whichut ';-displaysb^^^^^ 
the happ^y consequences it ■produced. ■' :-PorphyryP'as wa 'are: 

■ tiiformecl \bj Eniiapius in 'Ms life- 'of .--"Mm, ■■■:0'n'':-..Ms:' 
acquaintance witli Plotinus, bade a final farewell to all his 
preceptors, and wholly applied himself to the friendship 
and confidence of tills wonderful man. Here he filled his 
mind, with scie.oce, and drew abundantly without satiety, 
from the perennial fountain, seated in the sanctuary of. the 
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soiii of Plotians. But afterwards, being raiiqiiisbed as it 
were, hj tlie magnitude of liis doctrines, be conceived a 
hatred of body, and could no longer endure the fetters of 
mortality. Hence,*’ says Porphyry, “ I formed an intention 
of destroying myself, which Plotinus perceived, and as I 
was wall-ring home stood before me, and said that my 
design was not the dictate of a sound intellect, but was 
the effect of a certain melancholy disease. In consequence 
of this, he ordered me to depart from Eome, and accor- 
dingly I went to Sicily, particularly as I heard that a 
<jiertam worthy and elegant man d'weit at that time about 
lilybEcum. And thns indeed I was liberated frohi this 
[deadly] intention, but was hindered from being present 
with Plotinus till his death.” 

But the great reputation of this divine man was not 
confined to the senate and people of Eome : for the 
emperor G-allienus and his wife Salonina honoured his 
pei’son and reverenced his doctrine. Indeed, so highly 
was he esteemed hy the emperor, that relying on his 
benevolence, he requested that a city in Campania, which 
had been formerly destroyed, might be restored, and 
rendered a fit habitation for philosophers; and besides 
this that it might be governed by the laws of Plato, and 
called Platonopolis, The emperor indeed assented to his 
wishes, and the philosopher would have easily accomplished 
his intentions, if some of the emperor’s familiars, impelled 
by envy or indignation, or some other depraved catise, liad 
not impeded its execution. 

This very extraordinary man, as we are informed by 
Porphyry, was strenuous in discourse, and mosi powerful 
in discovering and conceiving what was ax>propriate ; but 
in certain words he was incorrect. While he was speaking, 
however, there was an evident indication of the predomi- 
nance of intellect in his conceptions. For the light of it 
diffused itself as far as to his countenance, which was 
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indeed at all times iovelj, but was then particularly beau- 
tiful. For then a certain attenuated and dewy moisture 
appeared on bis face, and a pleasing mildness sbone forth. 
Then, also, he exhibited a placid gentleness in receiving 
questions, and demonstrated a vigour uncommonly robust 
in the solution of them. When Porphyry once had inter- 
rogated him for three days, on the manner in which the 
soul is present with the body, he persevered in demon- 
strating the mode of its conjunction. And when a certain 
person, named Thaumasius, entered his school, for the 
purpose of discussing general questions in philosophy, and 
premised that he wished to hear Plotinus explain the 
books that were read in his school, but that he was pre- 
vented by the questions and answers of Porphyry, Plotinus 
replied : Unless we dissolve the doubts of Porphyry, we 
shall not be able to explain any thing in the book which 
you wish us to make the subject of discussion.’’ He wrote 
as he spoke, strenuously ^ and with abundance of intellect. 
His style also is concise, and abounds more with pro- 
fundity of conception than copiousness of words. ^*He 
poured forth many things,” says Porphyry, under the in- 
duene^ of inspiration ; and was wonderfully affected with 
the subjects he discussed. The latent dogmas of the 
Stoics and Peripatetics, are mingled in his writings j and 
be has condensed in them the metaphysics of Aristotle. 
He was not ignorant of any geometrical, arithmetical, 
mechanical, optical, or musical theorem, though he never 
applied these sciences to practical purposes. The com- 
mentaries of the Platonic philosophers, Gronius, Hnmenius, 
(xaius, Attit^iis, &c. ; as also of the Perijjatetics, Aspasius, 
Alexander, Adrastus, &c., were read in his school; but he 
borrowed nothing whatever from these. For his concep- 
tions were entirely his own, and his theory was different 

^ In the original am>ro}.io(j ; but from what follows, it is evident 
that it should he (rvifrorog. 
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from theirs. In his investigations he exhibitetl the intel- 
lect of Amraonius. He was also rapidly fllh'd with wlmt 
he read ; and having in a few words given tin* tiieaniag 
a profound theory, he arose. Having once read the trea- 
tise of Longinus “ concerning jjriiiciples/’ he said “ that 
Longinus w^as indeed a philologist, but l}r no means a 
philosopher/’ When in the celebration of Piab/s nativity, 
Porphyry recited a poem which he calledi tin? Sacred 
Marriage,” ^ and a certainpersoiiwho was present observed 
that Poi'phyry \vas mad, because many tliiiigs were sai<] 
in the poem mystically omd latently, acconi|’«aDied with a 
divine afflatus, Plotinus openly exclaimed, ‘^y<su lia.ve 
shown yourself at the same time a poet, a pliiiosopher, and 
an hierophant.” On a certain time too, an orator named 
Diophanes read an apology for the intoxicated Alcibia<.l.es 
in the Banquet of Plato, endeavouring to prove Hiut it was 
proper for the sake of learning virtue, that the lover should 
expose himself to the object of his attachment, and not 
even refuse venereal congress. But while he -was reading 
this licentious defence, Plotinus often rose from his seat, 
as if he would suddenly leave the assembly; but he 
restrained himself till it was hniglied. However, wdien he 

^ xiccording to the Orphic theology as we learu from Froeliis, 
that divinity who is the cause of stable powei' and sameness, tlie 
supplier of being, and the first principle of c'oivei’sion to all tilings, 
is of a male characteristic; but the di^iniiy wiiich emits from 
itself all- various progressions, separations, measures of life, and 
prolific powers, Is feminine. And a eomnniiueatigm of eneigici: 
between the two, was denominated by this tlj oology a moral 
marriage. Proclus adds, “ that theologists at one time ]>erc(.iviiig 
this communion in co-ordinate Godis, called it thi marrlege 
Jupiter and Juno, Heaven and Earth, Saturn and HlicJi. but at 
another time surveying it in the conjunction of suhordinatc with 
. superior Gods, they called it the marriage of Jupiter and Core-, 
And at another, perceiving it in the urdou of superior wiiJi infeibir 
divinities, they denominated it the marriage of Jn]»iier and Fru* 
serjiine.” Vid. Procl. in ** Tint.” et in “ Parmeni'i.'’ 
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leffc tlie coiDpany, lie desired Porphyry to confute the 
oration. But when Porphyry requested the orator to lend 
him his discourse for this purpose, and was refused, he 
answered him from recoilection, and delivered his answer 
in the presence of the same auditors as had attended 
Biophanes. On this occasion Plotinus was so delighted, 
that he often repeated in the assembly, 

Thus write and you’ll illummate mankind.” * 

Plotinus likewise applied himself' to the canons concern- 
ing the stars, but not according to a very mathematical 
inode. TliPot is, we may presume, he very little regarded 
the calculation of eclipses, or measuring the distance of the 
sun and moon from the earth, or determining the magni- 
tudes and velocities of the planets. For he considered 
employments of this kind, as nioi’e the province of the 
niatliematiciaii, than of the profound and intellectual phi- 
losopher. The liiatliematical sciences are indeed the proper 
means of acquiring wisdom, but they ought never to be 
considered as its end. They are the bridge as it were 
beUveen sense and intellect, by which we may safely pass 
through the night of oblivion, over the dark and stormy 
‘ ocean of matter, to the lucid regions of the intelligible 
world. And he who' is desirous of returning to his true 
country, wall speedily pass over this bridge without making 
any needless delays in his passage. But he more accurately 
investigated the doctrine of Astrologers about the inlinences 
of the stars, and not finding their px'edictions to be certain, 
he frequeiitly confuted them in his writings. 

At -that there were many Christians and others, 
who forsaking the ancient philosophers became the 
followers of Adelphius and Aqiiiiinus. These men 

^ A lino somevv’iiafc altered from Homer. The original is, 

BaXX’ otTw^* aiiziv rt (poun; Aaraoicrt ykvt^at^ 

lUadi 8. V. 282. 
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possessed many writings of x4.1exancler Libjciis, Pliiloco- 
uius, Demostratns, and Ljdiis ; and openly exliibited 
certain revektions of Zoroaster, Zostriairus, Meotliens, 
Allogenes, Mesus, and others of a like kind. They also 
deceived many, and were tlieniselves deceived, asserting 
ill at Plato liad by no means penetrated the depth of an 
intelligible essence. On this occasion, Plotiniis urged 
many argnments in his conferences against these impostors, 
and composed a treatise in confutation of their tenets, 
which Porphyry inscribed ‘‘aga,inst the Onostics/* But 
Amelins wrote forty books against the treatise of Zostria- 
nus ; and Porphyry showed by a variety of argimtents that 
the book which they attributed to Zoroaster -was spurious 
and recent, and was fabricated by the propagators of the 
heresy, in order that their opinions might pass for the 
genuine dogmas of the ancient Zoroaster. 

Porphyry farther informs us, that som.e Greeks falsely 
accused Plotinus of being a plagiary of the. doctrines of 
Numenius ; which calumny Tryphon, a Stoic and Platonist, 
told to Amelius. On this occasion Amelins wrote a 
treatise, inscribed by Porphyry, on the difference "between 
the dogmas of Flotinus and Nnmenius, which he dedicated 
to Porphyry. Each of the books indeed of this truly great 
man bears such evident marks of original thought and 
singular depth, the execution in each is so similar, and the 
conceptions so uncommonly abstruse, that no one can 
understand his meaning, and believe him indebted to the 
labours of others. Porphyry adds, that he was likewise 
considered by many as a mere trifler, and treated v/itli 
contempt, because, says he, they could by no i leans under- 
stand what he said. Besides, the manners of Plotinus 
contributed to produce and increase this disdain. I’or he 
w^as foreign from all sophistical ostenlatiou find pride; 
and conducted himself, in the company of disputants, with 
the same freedom and ease as in his familiar discourses. 
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Witli tlie superficial and tlie vain indeed, a liaugfity 
carriage and severe aspect are considered as tlie badges of 
wisdom ; but nothing in reality is more foreign fi'om its 
possession. For true wisdom when it is deeply possessed, 
gives affability and modesty to the manners,' illumines the 
countenance with a divine serenity, and diffuses over the 
whole external form an air of dignity and ease. Add to 
this, that Plotinus did not hastily disclose to every one tie 
syllogistic necessities which were latent in his discourse. 
'**The same thing,*’ says Porphyry, ** happened to me, 
when I first heard Plotinus. On which account I en- 
deavoured to excite him by writing against him, and 
striving to show tlidt i%t6Tl6ctious ctTC extsTUCtl to intellBciJ* 
But after the writings of Porphyry on this subject were 
read to Plotinus, he said smiling: “It must be your em- 
ployment, Amelins, to dissolve these doubts, occasioned by 
his ignorance of our opinion.” After Amelins, therefore, 
had composed no small treatise against the ohjections of 
Porphyry, and Porphyry had again contradicted his 
writings, and was once more answered by Amelins ; ‘‘At 
length,” says Porphyry, “ having scarcely after all these 
attempts fathomed the depth ^ of Plotinns, I changed my 

^ If therefore a man of such great sagacity and penetration as 
Porphyry, and who from the period in which he lived possessed 
advantages wdtli respect to the attainment of philosophy which 
are denied to every modern, found so much difficulty in fathoming 
the profundity of Plotinus, there must necessarily he very few at 
present by whom this can he accomplished. ■ Let no one therefore 
deceive himself by fancying that he can understand the writings 
of Plotinus hy barely reading them. For as the subjects which he 
discusses ar^for the most part the objects of intellect alone, to 
iinderstand them is to see them, and to see them is to come into 
contact with them. But this is only to he accoinplished hy long 
familiarity with, and a life conformable, to the things themselves. 
For then, as Plato says, “ a light as if leaping from a fire, wiU on 
a sudden he enkindled in the soul, and will then itself nourish 
itself.” See Plato's 7th Epistle. 

« 6 
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opinion, wrote a recantation of mj error, wliicli I recited 
ill Ills scliool ; considered the books of Plotinus ever after 
as most worthy of belief, and excited my master to the 
ambition of disclosing his opinions in a more particular 
and copious manner.” 

The testimony of the celebrated Longinus also concern- 
ing our philosopher, sufficiently evinces his nncommoii 
excellence and worth; and in the present age will pro- 
bably be more esteemed than the eulogiuni of Porphyry. 
In a letter, therefore, which he wrote to Porphyry desiring 
him to come from Sicily into Phcenicia where he resided, 
and to bring with him the books of Plotinus, hfe writes 
among other things as follows : These books (meaning 
those written by Plotinns) are not moderately faulty, so 
that I have no means of using them, though I desire 
above measure to inspect wliat Plotinus has written on the 
soul, and on being.” And again, ‘‘Do not send these 
books but bring them with you, and not these alone, but 
any others which may have escaped the notice of Amelins. 
For why should I not inquire with the' greatest diligence after 
the writings of this man, since they deserve the highest honou r 
and veneration? This indeed I have always signified to 
you, both when present and absent, and when you resided at 
Tyre, that I could not understand many of the liypotheses 
of the books of Plotinus ; hid that I transcendenfhj loved and 
reverenced the manner of his tvrUing, the density of Ms con^ 
ce^tions, and the very philosophic disposition of his questions. 
And indeed I judge that the investigators of truth aught only to 
compare the hoohs of Flotinus with the most excellent works 

This testimony of Longinus is the more reimrkable, as, 
prior to this, he had for a long time despised our philo- 
sopher, through the ignorant aspersions of others. Tlie 
wonderful genius of Plotinus, was indeed so concealed 
under the garb of modesty, that before fame had an- 
nounced his worth it was only visible to a penetrating and 



sagacious few. But Longinus, says Porpliyry, thouglxt 
the works of Plotinus which he had receiTed from Amelins 
incorrect, through the fault of the transcribers. For if 
any, the books in the possession of Amelins were correct, 
because they were transcribed from the manuscripts of 
Plotinus. Porphyry has likewise preserved the preface of 
a book composed by Longinus, inscribed, Concerning the 
End,'' and dedicated to Plotinus and Amelins, in the 
course of which he says of our philosoj)her, ** That Plotimis, 
as it seems, has more certamly explained the Fythagoric and 
Platonic principles than Ms predecessors. For the writings 
of Nmnmius, Cronins, Moderatus, and Thrasyllus, are not 
to he compared for accuracy in any paH, with the hoohs of 
Plotinus on the same subjects'' 

If such then is the decision of Longinus concerning the 
abilities and writings of this extraordinary man ; of Lon- 
ginus, who is celebrated by one of our first poets, as 
inspired hy all the Nine-; " and whose literary reputation 
is universal ; what judgment must we form of the philo- 
sophic taste of the present age, when we find that the very 
name of Plotinus is known but to a few, and his works 
scarcesjy to any P The inference is obvious ; let the reader* 
draw it and lament. But, says Porphyry, if it be requisite 
to employ the testimony of the wise, who is wiser than a 
God? than a God who truly said of himself : 

‘‘ The sands’ amount, the measures of the sea, 

Tiio’ vast the number, are well known to me. 

I know the thoughts within the dumb conceal’d, 

And w'ords I hear by language unreveal’d.” ^ 

And this is no other than Apollo, who, when Amelins 
^ In the orighial : 

OUa tyw ipa^ifiov r’ apiO/xby, Kai fthpa Oakdffaijg, 

Kal KUi^QV ml oh XaXeoproc dicovto. 

And this is the first part of the celebrated oracle given to Crensus, 
, as related by Herodotus. 
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inquired of liis oracle whitlier tlie soul of Plotinus liad 
migrated, answered as follows : 

“To strains inmiortal full of heav’nly firo, 

My liarp I tune well strung with vocal w ire ; 

Dear to tUvinity a fiiend I praise, 

Who claims those notes a God alone can ra,ise. 

For him a God in verse nielliiiiioiis sings, 

And beats with golden rod the warbling strings, 
lie present Muses, and "witb general voice 
And all the powei’s of harmony rejoice ; 

Let all the measures of your art be tryM 
In rapt’rous sounds, as when Achilles dvM. 

When Homer’s melody the hand inspirM, « 

And god-like furies every bosom liv’d. 

And lo ! the sacred choir of Muses join, 

And in one general hymn their notes combine. 

I Phcebus in the midst, to whom belong 
The sacred powVs of verse, begin the song. 

Genius sublime ! once bound in mortal ties, 

A dtemon now and more than mortals wise. 

Freed from those members that with deadly weight 
And stormy whirl enchained thy soul of late ; 

O’er Lifers rough ocean thou hast gain’d that shore, 

AV here storms molest and change impairs no more ; 

And struggling thro’ its deeps with vig’roiis mimq 
Pass’d the dark stream, and left base souls behintL 
Plac’d where no darkness ever can obscure, 

MTiere nothing enters sensual and impure ; 

’Where shines eternal God’s iinclou<led ray, 

And gilds the realms of intellectual day. 

Oft merg’d in matter, by strong leaps you try’d 
To bound aloft, and cast its folds aside j 
To shun the bitter stream of sanguine life, 

Its whirls of sorrow, and its storm of strife. 

Wliile in the middle of its boist’rous wavers j 
Thy soul robust, the deep’s deaf tumult braves 5 
Oft beaming from the Gods thy piercing sight 
Beheld in paths oblique a sacred liglit : 

Whence rapt from sense with energy divine, 

Before thine eyes immortal splendours shine ; 

Whose plenteous rays in darkness most profound. 
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Thy steps directed and illumin’d round. 

Kor was the vision like tlie dreams of sleep, 

But seen while vigilant you brave the deep ; 

While from your eyes you shake the gloom of night, 

The glorious prospects burst upon your sight ; 

Prospects beheld but rarely by the wise, 

Tlio’ men divine and fav’rites of the skies. 

But now set free from the lethargic folds, 

By which th’ indignant soul dark matter holds ; 

The natal bonds deserted, now you soar, 

And rank with chBiiion forms a man no more. 

In that blest realm where love and friendship reign, 

And pleasures ever dwell unmixt with x)ain ; 

^Vhere streams ambrosial in immortal course 
Irriguous flow, from deity their source. 

No dark’ning clouds those happy skies assail. 

And the calm tether knows no stormy gale. 

Supremely blest thy lofty soul abides, 

Where Nlinos and his brother judge presides ; 

J list .i'Eacus and Plato the divine, 

And fair Pythag’ras there exalted shine ; 

With other souls who form the general choir 
Of love immortal, and of pure desire 
And who one common station are assign’d, ; ! 

With genii of the most exalted kind. 
tThrice happy thou ! who, life’s long labours past, 

With holy dsemoiiB dost reside at last ; 

From body loosen’d and from cares at .rest, 

Tliy life most stalde, and divine thy feast. 

Now ec’ry. Muse who for Plotinus sings, 

Here cease with me to tune the vocal .strings j 
hVu- thus iny^ golden harp, with' art divitie, .. 

' Has told— Hofcinus ! endless bliss is thine.” ' 

According to this oracle then,” .says 'ForphjTj, Plo- 
tinus was vjorthy and mild, gentle and endearing, and 
sucdi as we truly found him to be. It also assorts that lie 
was vigilant, tliiit he had a pure soul, aadthat he was always 
tending to divinity, which lie most ardently loved. Like- 
wise that, he endeavoured with all his might to emerge 
from the bitter waters of this sanguine life. Hencei 'when 
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hj tlie assistance of tMs divine ligiit he liad frequently 
raised himself by his conceptions to the first G-od who is 
beyond intellect/ and by employing for this purpose the 
paths narrated by Plato in the Banquet, the supreme 
divinity appeared to him, who has neither any form nor 
idea, but is established above intellect and every intelli- 
gible ; to whom also I Porphyry say that I once approached, 
and was united, when I was sixty-eight years of age. The 
mark, therefore, at which ail his endeavours aimed, ap- 
peared to Plotinus to be near. For the end and scope 
with him consisted in approximating and being united to 
the Grod who is above all things. But he four times ob- 
tained this end while I was with him, and this by an 
ineftable energy, and not in capacity. The oracle also adds, 
that while Plotinus was wandering [on the sea of life] the 
Crods frequently directed him ' into the right path, by 
benignantly extending to him abundant rays of divine 
light ; so that he may be said to have composed his works 
from the contemplation and intuition of divinity, But 
from a vigilant internal and external contemplation, he is 
said by the oracle to have seen many beautiful spectacles, 
which no other philosopher has easily beheld. For merely 
human contemplation may indeed have various degrees of 
excellence, but when compared with divine knowledge, 
though it may be^ elegant and pleasing, yet cannot fathom 
a depth, such as is penetrated by the Gods. Hitherto 
the oracle has shown what w^ere the energies of Plotinus, 
and what he obtained, while surrounded wntk body. But 
after his liberation from body, it declares that he arrived 
at the dmne society, where friendship, pure desfire, joy and 
love, suspended from deity, perpetually reign. Besides 
this, it also says that the sons of God, Minos, Ehadaman- 
thus, and -®acus, are the judges of souls; and that Pio- 

^ rov vov is omitted in the original ; but both the and tha 

version of Ficinus render the insertion of it necessary. 
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tiuus departed to these, not for the purpose of receiving 
their decisions of his conduct, but to enjoy their conversa- 
tion, with whom also other Gods of the most excellent 
kind associate. It further says that Plato and Pytha- 
goras likewise reside here, together with such other souls 
as stably form the choir of immortal love ; and that the 
most blessed daainons have here fixed their abode. And in 
the last place it adds, that the life of this divine society is- 
ever flourishing, and full of joy, and perseveres in perpe- 
tuity of bliss through the beneficent communications of 
the Gods.” 

And thus much for the life of Plotinus, who was a 
philosopher pre-eminently distinguished for the strength 
and profundity of his intellect, and the purity and eleva- 
tion of his life. He was a being wise without the usual 
mixture of human darkness, and great without the general 
combination of human weakness and imperfection. He 
seems to have left the orb of light solely for the benefit of 
mankind ; that he might teach them how to repair the 
ruin contracted by their exile from good, and how to re- 
turn to their true country, and legitimate kindred and 
allies. *1 do not mean that he descended into mortality, for 
the purpose of unfolding the sublimest truths to the vulgar 
part of mankind ; for this would have been a vain and 
ridiculous attempt;^ since the eyes of the multitude, as 


^ In every class of beings in the universe (as I have elsewhere 
observed) there is a first, a middle, and a last, in order that the 
progression of things may form one unbroken chain, originating 
from deity, and terminating in matter. In consequence of this 
connection, or^e part of the human species naturally coalesces, 
lliroTigh transceiidoncy, with beings of an order superior to man; 
another part, through diminution, unites with the brutal species; 
and a tliird part, which subsists as the connecting medium between 
the other two, possesses tliose properties which characterize human 
nature in a maimer not exceeding but exactly commensurate to the 
condition of humanity. The first of these parts, from its surpass 
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Plato Justlj observes, are not strong eii*>n.gli to look to 
trotli. But lie came as a guide to ike few wko are born 
■witli a divine destiny (fidq. yiolpif ) ; and tire struggling to 
gain the lost region of light, but know not how to break 
the fetters l)y which they are detained: who :.ire inijtatioiit 
to leave the obscure cavern of sense, where all is delusion 
and sliadoiv, and to ascend to the realms of intellect, wdieve 
all is substance and reality. 

This very extraordinary man also appears to have been 
the first of the Platonic philosophers, who clearly and dis- 
tinctly asserted the subsistence of the three liypostases 
that rank as principles {apy^im} vnofTTcwHtS) viz. %lie (jood, 
intellect, and soul, and who demonstrated tliiit there can 
be neither more nor less than these. But these three 
are thus denominated, because tliey are not consiib- 
sistent; and they are not consubsistent, because they 
are essentially different from each other. For according 

ing excellence, consists of a small muuuer of nisuikiiid. That 
which subsists as the middle, is numerous. But tijat which ranks 
as the last in gradation, is composed of a countless miiltitiule, 

‘‘ Thick as autumnal leaves, that strow tlie brooks* 

In Vallombrosa.” 

In consequence of tills beautiful gradation, the most subordinaie 
part of mankind are only to be benefited by gootl i-ulci-s, laws, juid 
customs, through Avliich they become peace, Ml>le members of the 
communities in which they live, and niake a proficiency, as 
Maximus Tyrius well observes, not by any accession of good, but 
by a diminution of evil. Hence the i>resent efforts enlighten by 
education the lowest class of mankind is an attempt 1o l>reak the 
golden chain of beings, to disorganise sooiciy, ami to iMmder the 
vulgar dissatisfied with the servile situations in wnicli thMi n.ml 
nature intended them to be placed. In short, it is an atlcm]>t cal- 
culated to render life intolerable, and knowledge conlemj.iibhg 
to subvert all order, introduce anarchy, render .su]j<U'^ruion 
triumphant, and restore, in the language of Pojte, tlie thr<me of 

—‘‘Night primeeval and of Chaos olfi,” 


INTROBirCTION. 


Ixxi 



to Plato iliB good i& svjper essential ; intellect is an impartible, 
immoveable essence ; and soul is a self -motive essence, and 
subsists as a medium between intellect and tlie nature 
wbicli is distributed about bodiesd By no means tbere- 
fore is tlie Platonic tlie same with the Cliristian trinity, as 
the advocates for the latter have ignorantly and idly sup- 
posed. For the good or the highest Grod according to Plato 
being so perfectly exempt from all multitude, that lie is 
even beyond essence, is not to be connumerated with any 
thing, or to be co-arraiiged with the second and third 
principles in the above-mentioned or any other triad. 
Indeed, according to the philosophy of Plato, as I have 
elsewhere shown, in every order of things a triad is the 
immediate progeny of a monad. Hence the intelligible 
triad proceeds immediately from the ineffable principle of 
things, Piianes, or intelligible intellect, who is the last of 
the intelligible order, is the monad, leader, and prodneing 
cause of a triad, v/hich is denominated voorbg i^ai rospbcf 
i.e, intelligible and at the same time intellectual. In like 
manner the extremity of this order produces immediately 
from itself the intellectual triad, Saturn, Ehea, and 
Jupiteif. Again, Jupiter, who is also the demiurgus, is the 
monad of the supermmiclane triad. Apollo, who subsists 
at the extremity of the supermundane order, produces a 
triad of liberated Gods. (Qsol dirtikvToi.) And the extremity 
of tbe liberated order becoiiies the monad of a triad of 
mmidaiio Gods.'^ This theory too, which is the progeny of 
the most consunimate science, is in perfect conformity with 

‘ See uiy transiarioii <jf Proclus’ “ Elements of Theologj^” whei’e 
all this is shoyii by (jcometeical necessities to be true. See also the 
sixrii Itook of the “■ Kepnblic of Plato,” in which Socrates clearly 
asss'rts that the good is siiperessentiai ; and the ‘‘ Timseus,” in which 
the diderence between intellect and soul is most clearly indicated. 
See likewise the notes on the third Epistle of Plato in vol. v, of my 
translation of his works, 

" See inv translation of Frochts on the Theology of Plato.** 
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the theology of the Chald®ans. And heiiee it is said in one 
of their oracles, J'ti cvBvy wofld a fyxfd shhics j'O'itli, of 
wUdh a monad is the ruling pincinile." (yarr'i yap kv map,p 
X&ftxtt rpiae, k yorae &px<:‘- 

This lihewise appears to he the peculiarity of the philo- 
sophy of Plotinus, that it considered all the above- 
mentioned orders, all true beings that are superior to soul, 
and the multiform variety of ideas, or paradigms of things, 
as comprehended in one supreme intclhM*t, uliieli it de- 
nominates the intelligible world, and as there subsisting in 
impartible union, without any specitic distlncllon. Hence 
Plotinus was more anxiously employed in profo'andly in- 
vestigating the nature of this divine world, than in sdeiiti- 
fically unfolding the order of the beings it contains. In- 
deed, his genius on every subject seems to have been more 
adapted to an intimate perception of the occult essence of 
a thing, than to an explanation of its gradual evolution, 
and a description of the mode of its participations. How- 
ever, though he did not develope the more particular pro- 
gressions of true beings, yet he inserted the principles of 
this sublime investigation in his writings ; and laid the 
foundation of that admirable and beautiful system, which 
was gradually revealed hy succeeding Platonists, and at last 
received its perfection by the acute, accurate, and elegant 
genius of Proclus.^ 

‘ The following beautiful extract from the treatise of Plotinus, 
■“On intelligible beauty,” is a specimen of bis maimer of surveying 
all things, os subsisting without specific distinction in one snprcine 
intellect. The whole of the extract likewise is the result of roipa 
iOTjSoX.), or intuition through the projecting eiieroies of intellect. 
“ All the Gods are venerable and beautiful, .and their bo.auty i.s 
imioBnae "What else however is it but intellect tlirougli which 
they are such? and because intellect energizes in them in so great 
a degree as to render them visible [by its light] ? For it Ls not be- 
cause their bodies are beautiful. For those Gods that have bodies, 
do not through this derive their subsistence as Gods ; but these also 
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are Gods tlirongli intellect. For they are not at one time wise, and 
at another destitute of wisdom; but they are always wise, in an 
impassive, stable, and pure intellect. Tiiey likewise know all 
things, not human concerns [preeedaneously] but their own, which 
are divine, and such as intellect sees. Of the Gods however, those 
that are in the sensible heaven, for they abound in leisure, always 
contemplate, as if remotely, what the intelligible heaven contains, 
and this with an elevated head. But those that dwell in the 
latter, occupy the whole of the heaven * which is there, and survey 
[its blessed] inbabitants. For all things there are heaven, and 
there the earth is heaven, as also are the sea, animals, plants, and 
men. And in short, every thing pertaining to that heaven is 
celestial The Gods likewise that it contains do not think men 
undeserving of their regard, nor any thing else tha;t is there 
[because eveiy thing there is divine t]. And they occupy and per- 
vade without ceasing the whole of that [blissful] region. For the 
life which is there is unattended with labour, and truth [as Plato 
says in the ‘Phsedrus ’] is their generator, and nutriment, their 
essence and nurse. They likewise see all things, not those with 
which generation, but those mth which essence is present. And 
they perceive themselves in others. For all things there are 
diaphanous ; and nothing is dark and resisting, but every thing is 
apparent to every one internally and throughout. For light every 
where meets with light ; since every thing contains all things in 
itself, and again sees all things in another. So that all things are 
every wheft-e, and all is all. Each thing likewise is every thing. 
Aiul the splendour there is infinite. For every thing there is great, 
since even that which is small is great. The sun too which is 
there is all the stars: and again each star is the sun and. all the 
stars. In each, however, a dilierent property 'predominates, but at 
the same time all things are visible in each. Motion likewise there 
is pure ; for the motion is not confounded by a mover different 
from it. Permanency also suffers no change of its nature,- because 


^ Tiie heaven which I%)tiniis here, celebrates- as' the same with 
the intelligible v’br Id, and tlie supreme intellect, belongs, accurately 
speaking, to that divine order which is denominated by the Clial- 
dtean theologists ml rofpoc, inteUigibh and at the mme time 

intelleetual, and is beautifully unfolded by Pjroclus in his fourth 
book On the Theology of Plato.” 

t Froin the version of Ficinus it appears that the words %n 
ht'i 9k(oi> are omitted in the original 



intbodxjction. 

.ot minded with the unstable. And the beautiful there 
bSse it does not subsist in beauty [as in a subject] 
thtoJ too is there establkhed, not as in a foreign land, but 
JrJ each thing is that which each thing is ; and concurs 
2 h ifwMetVrocelfe as it were on high from whence it origi- 

f 1 ’ -Nrir is the thing itself different from the place in which it 

::Sts of it is intellect, and it is itself intellect. 

S t i if some one sLuld conceive that stare germinate from the 
f, M d tirvisible heaven which is luminous. In lus sensible 

Sn1h2lre,onepartisnotproducedfronianoftor,^^^^^ 

isaloneapart. But there each part always 

and is at the same acute, it will he seen 

2 a whole%il by him whose sight resembles that wd.Mi Lynceus 
k sad to have possessed, and which penetrated the « 

of the earth ; the fable obscurely indicating the acuteness of t 
vision of supernal eyes. There is likewise no weariness of the 
•cinn wbich is there, nor any plenitude of perception which can 
Mng intuition to an end. For neither was there any vacuity, 
which when filled might cause the visive energy to cease i noi is 
t 1 i onltog but tLt another, so as to occasion a par of one 

2dg no Se amicable with that of another. Whatever lAewise 
if toere possesses an untamed and unweaned power. And that 

fh^^rS there insatiable is so, because its plenitude nev 

To df pTse that by which it is filled. For by seeing it more abun- 
d^ntlY sees, and perceiving both itself and the objects of i.s peicep- 
tion to be infinite, it follows its own nature [m unceasing coiitein- 
nlationl A.nd life indeed is not wearisome to any one, when it is 
owe W. therefore, should that which leads tlie most excellent 
life be w^ry i But- the life there is wisdom ; a "kdom not 
oMatoed by a reasoning process, because the whole of it always 
was and is not in any respect deficient, so as to he in want of in- 
v».tLation. But it is the first wisdom, and is not derived iiom 
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I. 

ON THE VIETUES.‘ 

II. u. 

I. Since evils are liere, and revolve from necessity about 
this [terrestrial] place, but the soul wishes to fiy from 
evils, it is requisite to fly from hence. What therefore is 
the flight? To become similar, says Plato, to G-od. But 
this will be effected, if we become just and holy, in com 
junction with [intellectual] prudence, and in short if we are 
[truly] virtuous. If therefore we are assimilated through 
virtue, «is it to one who possesses virtue ? But to whom 
are we assimilated? To divinity. Are we then assimilated 
to that nature which appears to possess the virtues in a 
more eminent degree, and also to the soul of the world, and 
to the intellect which is the leader in it, in which there is 
an admirable wisdom ? Por it is reasonable to suppose 
that while we are here, we are assimilated to this intellect. 

' Or is it not in the first place dubious, whether all the 
virtues are j:>resent with this intellect, such as temperance 
and fortitude, since there is nothing which can be dreadful 
to it? Por nothing externally happens to it, nor docs any 

^ See tlie additional notes at the end of this Volume, for a 
copious account of the politiccil, ccithctTtic and thcoT&tio viitues, the 
subject of the lU'cseiit ti*catise of Plotinus, . . 
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these assertioBS, lio-\vever, it may be feaid, that there is heat 
in lire, but a connascent heat, so that it will follow from 
analogy, that virtue is indeed adventitious to the soul, but 
connascent with that natiuo from whence it is derived by 
imitation. And with respect to the argument from lire, it 
may be said that divinity possesses virtue, but that virtue 
in him is in reality greater than virtue [because it subsists 
causally] , But if that virtue indeed, of which the soul 
participates, vras the same with that from which it is 
derived, it would be necessary to speak in this manner. 
Now, however, the one is different from the other. For 
neither h the sensible the same with the intelligible house 
[or with that which is the object of intellectual conception] 
though it is similar to it. And the sensible house parti- 
cipates of order and ornament ; though there is neither 
order, nor ornament, nor symmetry, in the productive 
principle of it in the mind. Thus, therefore, we partici- 
pate from thence [i.e. from divinity] of ornament, order 
and consent, and these things pertain to virtue, but there 
consent, ornament and order, are not wanted, and therefore 
divinity has no need of virtue. We are, however, never- 
theless!! assimilated to what he x^ossesses, through the pre- 
sence of virtue. And thus much for the purpose of show- 
ing, that it is not necessary virtue should be there, though 
we are assimilated to divinity by virtue. But it is also 
necessary to introduce persuasion to what has been said, 
and not to be satisfied with compulsion alone. 

II. In the first x)k'i>ce, therefore, the virtues must be 
assumed, according to vauch we say that we are assimilated 
[to divinity,] in order that we may discover the same 
thing. For that which is virtue with us, being an imita- 
tion, is there an arclietyx>e as it were, and not virtue. By 
which we signify that there is a twofold similitude, one of 
which requires a sameness in the things that are similar, 
these being such as are equally assimilated from the same 


- ' ^ -.v:.- J 



tmugj but tile other being tiiat in wliich one thing is 
assimilated to another, but the latter ranks as first, and is 
not converted to Iho other, nor is said to he similar to it. 
Here, therefore, the similitude must be as.suiued after 
another manner; since we do not require tiie same, but 
ratiier another form, the assimilation lieing effected after 
a iiiixereut manner. What, therefore, is virtue, both that 
■Hiiieh is universal, and that whioli is partieulur? The 
discussion, however, will be more manifest by directing 
our attention to each of the virtues ; for thus "that which 
IS common, according to which all of them arc virtues, will 
be easily apparent. The political virtues, therefore, of 

Inch we haw spoken above, truly adorn and render us 
better, bounding and modei-ating the desires, and in short 
the passions, and taking away false opinions from a more 
excellent nature, by limiting and placing the soul beyond 
the immoderate and indefinite, and by themselves recei vino- 
measure and bound. Perhaps, too, these measures are in 
soui as m matter, are assimilated to the measui-e which is 
m divinity, and possess a vestige of tU best which is there, 
tor that which is in every respect deprived of measure, 
being matter, is entirely dissimilar [to divinity]. But so 
lar as It receives form, so far it is assimilated Vo him who 
IS without fom. But things which are nearer to divinifv, 
participate of him in a greater degree. Soul, however, is 
nearer to, and more allied to him than body, and therefore 
participates of him more abundantly, so that appearin-^ as 
a God, It deceives us, and causes us to doubt whether Gie 
wlime of It 13 not divine. After tliis manuer, tlieref, .re, 
tchese are assimilated. 

Ill Since, however, Plato indicates that this .-^imiJitodi^ 
to God pertains to a greater virtue [tiian tiiut ivhich'is 
political], let us speak concerning it; in which discirs- 
sion also, the essence of political virtue will liccome more 
manifest, and likewise the virtue wliicdi i;s essentially more 
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excellent, wliieli will in short be found to be different from 
that wbicli is politica.1. Plato, therefore, when he says that 
a siinilitude to God is a flight from terrestrial concerns, 
and when besides this be does not admit that the virtues 
belonging to a polity are simply virtues, but adds to tbem 
tbe ^ epithet political, and elsewhere calls all the virtues 
purifications, evidently admits that the virtues are twofold, 
and that a similitude to divinity is not effected according 
to iwlitical virtue. How, therefore, do we call these 
punfieations ? And how being purified, are we especially 
assimilated to divinity ? Shall we say, that since the soiil 
is in an ‘evil condition when mingled with the body, be- 
coming similarly passive and concurring in opinion with it 
in ^ all things, it will be good and possess virtue, if it 
neither consents with the body, but energizes alone, (and 
this is to perceive intellectually and to be wise,) nor is 
similarly passive with it, (and this is to be temperate,) nor 
dreads a separation from the body, (and this is to possess 
fortitude,) but reason and intellect are the leaders (and 
this will be justice). If any one, however, calls this disposi- 
tion of the soul, according to which it perceives intellec- 
tually, ‘and is thus impassive, a resemblance of G-od, he 
will not nrr. For divinity is pure, and the energy is of 
such a hind, that the being which imitates it wiU possess 
wisdom. What then ? Is not divinity also disposed after 
this manner? Or may we not say that he is not, but that 
the disposition pertains to the soul ; and that soul per ■ 
ceives intellectually, in a way* different from divinity? It 
may also be said, that of the things which subsist with him, 
some subsist differently from what they do with us, and 
others are not at all with him. Again, therefore, is intel- 
lectual perception with him and us homonymous ? By no 
means ; hut the one is primary, and that which is derived 
fioin him secondary. For as the discourse ■which is in 
Toice is an imitation of that wliicli is in tbe sonl, so like- 



SELECT WORKS OF PLOTIKTJvS. 


Y;ic!ej tliat wbieLi is in tiie soul, is an imitation of that 
wliicli is in sometlimg else {i.e. in intellect]. As, there- 
fore, external discourse is divided and distrihuied, when 
compared to that which is in the soul, thus also that 
which is in 'the :Sgu 1, 'and .which is .the interpreter of' 
intellectual discourse, is divided when compared with it. 
Yiiiiie, however, pertains to the soul; hut not to intellect, 
nor to that which is beyond intellect. 

lY, It must, however, be encjuii'ed whether purification 
is the same with a virtue of this kind ? Or does purifica- 
tion indeed precede, but virtue follow P And wliether does 
virtue consist in purifying, or in the being perfectly purified? 
For virtue, while in the act of purifying, is more imperfect 
than that which consists in complete purification, which is 
now as it Avere the end. But to be perfectly purified, is an 
ablation of every thing foreign. Good, however, is some- 
thing else besides this. Or may we not say, that if tlie soul 
was good prior to her impurity, purification is sufficient ? 
Purification, indeed, is sufficient ; but that which remains 
will be good, and not purification. And what that is which 
remains, is to be investigated. For perliaps the nature 
which is left was not good ; since otherwise, it wmild not 
have been situated in evil. Shall we say, therefore, that it 
has the form of good ? Or that it is not sufficiently able to 
abide [perpetually] in good ? For it is naturally adapted 
to vei’ge both to good and evil. Its good, therefore, con- 
sists in associating with its kindred nature ; but its evil in 
associating with the contraries to this. It is necessary, 
therefore, that it should associate with this nature, being 
purified. And this will take place, through !)( *ip g con verted 
to it. Will it therefore be con%^erted after purilication ? 
Or may we not say, that after purification it is converted ? 
This, therefore, is the virtue of the soul, or rather tljat 
which happens to it from conversion. Wluit then is lljis? 
The vision and imj^ression of that which is seen, inserted 
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a;iid energizing in the soul, in the same manner as sight 
about a visible ol)ject. She did not, therefoi'e, possess 
these, nor recollect them. Or perhaps she possessed them, 
yet not energizing, but deposited in an uniiluminated state. 
In order, however, that they may be illuminated, and that 
the soul may hnow them to be inherent in herself, it is 
necessary that she should apply herself to that which 
illaminates. But she will not possess these, but the ini- 
pressions of them. It is necessary, therefore, to adapt the 
impression to the true objects from which the impressions 
are derived. Perhaps, likewise, she may thus be said 
to possess them, because intellect is not foreign, and espe- 
cially is not. so, when it looks to the illuminating cause. 
But if it does not, it is foreign even when this cause is pre- 
sent. For sciences also are foreign, if we do not at all 
energize according to them. 

V. We must, however, show how far purification pro- 
ceeds, For thus it will be evident to whom the similitude 
is made, and with what Grod the soul becomes the same. 
But this is especially to enquire how far it is possible to be 
purified from anger and desire, and all the other perturba- 
tions, Such as pain, and things of a kindred nature, and to 
separate the soul from the body. And perhaps, indeed, to 
separate the soul from the body, is for the soul to collect 
itself as it were, from difi'erent places, so as to become en- 
tirely impassive, and to make the necessary sensations of 
pleasures to be only remedies and liberations from 2:)ain,^ in 
order that the soul may not be distarbed [in its energies]. 
It lilcewise consists in taking away pain, and if this is not 
possible, in Jaearing it mildly, and diminishing its powei', in 
consequence of [the rational part] not being co-passive with 
it. And besides this also, in taking away anger to the 

Aristotle in bis Nicomachean Ethics, says, that corporeal 
pleasures are remedies against pain, and satisfy the indigence of 
nature, biit perfect no energy of the rational part of the soul. 


I 
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iitBiOst of onr ability, and if possible, entirely ; but if riot, 
too rational peart must not at tlie same time be angry, but 
llie anger must be the passion of another pari, and un- 
accompanied with deliberation. And this sadden impulse 
must be small and .imbecile. Fear, how^ever, .must be 
entirely remoYed ; for the purified soul will fear iiotlsiug. 
Here, also, the energy must be unattended wdth deiibcTa- 
tion, except it be requisite to admonish. With res].f'et to 
desire, it is evident that there ninst not be a desire oi an;; 
thing base. And as to the desire of iinxits and drinks ibr 
the sake of a remission of jmin, the soul herself will 
be without it. This likewise wall be the easeVitbi the 
venereal appetite. But if the soul is desirous of c<:>nnec“ 
tion, it will be I think in the natural v/ay, and lids not un- 
attended with deliberation. If, however, it should be an 
unadvised impulse, it will only be so far as it is accom- 
panied with a precipitate ^ imagination. But, in short, the 
[rational] soul herself will be purified from all these. Siie 
will also wish to render the irrational part pure, so that it 
may not be agitated. And if it is, that the aghaiiun may 
not be vehement, but small, and immediately dissolved by 
proximity to the rational part. Just as if some one being 
.near. to. a wise man, should partake of his wisdom by this 
proximity, or should become similar to him, ot tliroiigh 
reverence should not dare to do any thirjg which th.c gr^od 
man is unwilling to do. Hence, there will be no C'.)iitf‘hl,. 
For reason being present will be sufiicierit, winch the 
inferior part will reverence, so as even tolve itself indin'tauil. 
if it is at all moved, in consequence oi notlxung qui<-t w hmi 
its master is present; and it wull on this account blanie its 
own imbeeili ty. 

^ In the original TrporuTrovQi but it should douhness ho i!i 

the above translation, 7rpo7rf7o7H\ For this the 'iror<! h\ 

Marinus, in his Lite of ?roclu<, when speaking of Lie cathiirf 
virtues of that p}iiloso2>heu and alluding to this passiige in Plobnus. 
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YI. In condiiet of this kind, therefore, there is no sin, 
but a correction of the man. Nevertheless the endeavour 
is not to be without sin, but to be a Grod. Hence, if any 
thing among the above mentioned particulars should be 
done without deliberation, such a one will be both a (xod 
and a dcnmoii, being a twofold character ; or rather, having 
another with him, possessing another virtue. But if 
nothing is done unadvisedly, he will be a G-od alone. He 
will how’ever be a God in the number of those that follow 
the first ; for he it is who came fi'oni thence. And if lie 
becomes by himself such as he came, he is still there. But 
coining hither, he will associate with intellect; and will 
assimilate this to himself,^ according to the power of it. 
Hence, if possible, he will not be agitated, nor do any thing 
which may be displeasing to the master [intellect]. What, 
therefore, is each of the virtues to such a man as this P 
Wisdom, indeed, will consist in the contemplation of what 
intellect contains. But he will possess intellect by contact. 
Each of the virtues, however, is twofold ; for each is both 
ill intedlect and in soul. And in intellect, indeed, each 
is not [properly] virtue, but virtue is in soul. lYliat, then, 
is it ih intellect? The energy of intellect, and that which 
is. But here that which is in another, is virtue derived 
from thence. For justice itself, and each of the virtues, 
are not in intellect such as they are here, but they are as it 
vrere paradigms. But that which proceeds from each of 
these into the soul, is virtue. For virtue pertains to a cer- 
tain thing. But each thing itself pertains to itself, and not 
to any thing else. With respect to justice, however, if it 
is the perfoi'mance of appropriate duty, does it always con- 
sist in a multitude of parts ? Or does not one kind consist 
in multitude, when there are many parts of it, but the other 
is entirely the performance of appropriate duty, though it 



' For ahro here, it is necessary to read conformably to the 
version of Ficinns. 
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slionlcl be one I’me jnsticG,,.itself,,tllerefo^e,is^tbe 

energy of one thing'' towards itself, in wbicb there is not 
another and another. . Hence Justice in the soul is to ener- 
gize in a' greater 'degree' inteliectuallj. But temperance is 
an inward conyersion to intellect. And fortitude is apathy, 
according to a similitude- of,: -that to' whicli the' soul looks, 
and y'hieli is naturally impassive.' ,, But soul is impassive 
from virtue, in order that she maynot sjmpatliixe with her 
subordinate associate. 

VII. These virtues, therefore, follow each rrlhoi* in the 
soul, in the same manner as those paradigms in intellect 
which are prior to virtue. For there intelligence is wisdom 
and science ; a conversion to itself is temperance ; its pro] >er 
work is the performance of its apiiropriate duty, and justice ; 
and that which is as it were fortitude is immateriality, and 
an abiding with parity in itself. In soul, therefore, ])ereop- 
tioii directed to intellect is wisdom and prudence, which are 
the virtues of the soul. For soul does not possess these in 
the same manner as intellect. Other things also follow 
after, simihirlj in soul. They are likewise coiisec|uent to 
purification, since all the virtues are purl tlcat ions, and 
necessarily consist' in .the soul being purified ; for otherwise, 
no one of them would be j^erfect. And he indeed, wlio 
possesses the- greater, virtues, has ■ necessarily the less in 
ca])acity ; but, he .who possesses the less, has' not necessarily 
the greater. This, therefore, is the life which is tlie 
principal and leading aim of a worthy man. But wlietlier 
he possesses in energy, or in some other way, the less or the 
greater virtues, must be considered by a survey of each of 
them; as for instance, of prudence. For ifdt uses the 
other virtues, how can it any longer remain what it is? 
And if also it should not energize ? Likewise, it must be 
considered whether naturally the virtues proceed to a diffe- 
rent extent ; and this temperance measures, but that entire] j 
takes away what is superfiuous. And in a similar manner 
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in tlie otlier virtues, prudence being wholly excited. Or 
perhaps tlie wortliy man will see to what extent they pro- 
ceed. And perhaps sometimes according to circum- 
stances he will energize according- to some of them. 
But arriving at the greater virtues, he will perform other 
measures according to them. Thus, for instance, in the 
exercise of temperance, he will not measure it by political 
temperance, but in short he will separate himself as much 
as possible [from the body], and will live, not merely the 
life of a good man, which political virtue thinks fit to enjoin, 
but leaving this, he will choose another life, namely, that of 
the . (a-ods. For the similitude is to; these, -.and ' not' to, .good 
men. The similitude, indeed, to good men, is an assimila- 
tion of one image to another, each being derived from the 
same thing ; but a similitude to God, is an assimilation as 
to a paradigm* 
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I. What art, or metlxod, or study, will lead us to tliat end 
to wiiicli we ouglit to proceed ? Tiiat we ought, indeed, 
to arrive at the good itself, and the first principle of things, 
is granted, and is demonstrated through many arguments. 
The arguments also through which this is demonstrated, 
are a certain elevation to this end. But what kind of jx 


^ The dialectic of Plato, which is here discussed, is not the 
same with that dialectic which is the subject of opinion, and, is 
accurately investigated in the Topics of Aristotle. For tiny former 
is irreprehensible and most expeditious; since it is coonaie will) 
things themselves, and employs a multitude of powers in fjnier lo 
the attainment of truth. It likewise imitates intellect, rTo])i 
■which it receives its principles, and ascends through wdi-ordered 
gradations to real being itself. It also terminates the Wiinder- 
ing of the soul about sensibles ; and explores every tiling ]>y 
methods which cannot be confuted, till it arrives at the in> 
efFal»le principle of things. The business, likewise, (ff this lirsr 
of sciences, is to employ definitions, divisions, analyzatioiis, and 
ilemonstrations, as primary sciences in tlie investigatkm of causes ; 
imitating the progression of beings from the first principle of 
things,' and their continual conversion to it as the ultimafe uuj‘.‘Ct 
of desire. 

But there are three energies,” (says Procliis in hIS. Comment, 
in Parmenid.) this most scientific method ; the first of wlii^'h 
is adapted to youth, and is useful for the purpose of exciting their 
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persoa is it necessary tlie man stotild be 'wbo is elevated 
tliidier ? Is it not, as Plato says, one wbo has seen all, or 
most things? And who in his first generation has de- 
scended into the seed of a man who will be a philosopher, 
or a musician, or a lover ? The philosopher, therefoi'e, the 
musician, and the lover, are naturally adapted to be ele- 
vated. What, therefore, is the mode ? Is there one and 

ilitelloct. ^\'liicli is, fJiS it w 61*6 5 in £i dorniadit state. For it is a tine 
exercise of the eye of the soul in the speculation of things, lejuliiig ^ 
forth tliroiigh opposite positions, the essential impression of ideas 
which it contains, and considering not only the divine path, as it 
were, wdifch conducts to truth, hut exploring whether the devia^ 
tions from it contain any thing worthy of belief ; and lastly, stimu- 
lating the all-various conceptions of the soul. But the second, 
energy takes place when intellect rests from its former investiga,- 
tions, as hecoming most familiar with the speculations of beings, 
and beholds truth itself firmly established on a pure and holy 
foundation. This energy, according to Socrates, by a progression 
through ideas, evolves the whole of an intelligible nature, till it 
arrives at that which is first ; and this by analyzing, defining, 
demonstrating, and dividing, proceeding upwards and downwards,, 
till having entirely investigated the nature of inteliigibles, it 
raises itself to a nature superior to beings. But the soul being 
perfectly established in this nature, a;s in her paternal port, no 
loii'^er tends to a more excellent object of desire, as she has no^v 
arrived at the end of her search. And you may say that what is 
delivered in the Phsedrus and Sopliista, is the employment of this 
enerf»’y5 ^^dving a twofold division to some, and a fourfold to other 
operaticms of the dialectic art. Hence it is assigned to such as 
phiiosonhlze purely, and no longer require iireparatory exercise, 
l>ut nourish the intellect of their soul in pure intellection. But 
the third energy, which is declarative according to truth, purifies 
froni t\v()fo]d iguoranco,''’ when its reasons are employed upon men, 
fall of opinion ; and this is spoken of in the Sophista.’' 

"see this subject more amply discussed in the additional notes at 
the end of this volume, 

* / When a man is ignorant that he is ignorant; and this is 

the disease of the multitude. 
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tlio same mode for all these ? Or is there a different mode 
for (3ach ? There is, indeed, a twofold progression to all of 
rheni ; one to those who are ascending ; but the other to 
those who have arrived, at the supernal. realms. For the 
former proceeds from tilings beneath ; but the latier ranks 
among those who are now in the intelligible region, and 
who in that place have as it were fixed their footste]). 
There, also, it is necessary for them to proceed, till tlu.*y 
have arrived at the extremity of the place. TIic end of 
the progression, however, is then obtained, •when some one 
arrives at the summit of the intelligible world. But lot 
tliis at present remain [without any further disl'ussioii]. 
And let us first endeavour to' speak co'nceriiing this 
elevation. 

In the first place, therefore, let these men he dislin- 
guished by ns, and let ns begin from the musician, and 
show who he natnrally is. We must admit, then, that he 
is easily excited ^ and astonished at the beautiful; yet is 
not disposed to be moved from himself, but is prepared 
from casual occurrences as from certain types or impres- 
sions, to be excited by sounds, and to the beautiful in 
these, just as the timid are by noises. He likewise always 
flies from dissonance ; and pursues in songs and rythins, 
that wdiieli is one, congruous, and elegant. After these 
sensible sounds, rythms, and figures tliereiore, ho is thus 
to be elevated, viz., by separating the matter, in wdiieh 
analogies and rahios are inherent, and contemplating the 
beauty which they contain. He must also be taught that 
the things about \vhieh he was astonished w- ere, i iitelligil,.;le 
harmony, and the beauty which is in it, and ip sliort, Uk^ 
beantiM itself, and not a certain beauty only. The 
reasonings, likewise, of philosophy must be inserted in 
him, through which he will be led to a belief of truths of 


^ For here, it is necessary to read dtKmirvp, 
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which he is iguorant, though he [oecultlj] possesses them. 
What these reasonings however, are, will be hereafter 

imfolcled. 

II, But the lover, into which the musician maj be 
changed, and being changed will either remain [in that 
character] or will pass beyond it, has in a certain respect a 
recollection of beauty. Being however separated from it, 
lie is incapable of learning what it is. But as he is struck 
by the beautiful objects which present themselves to the 
sight, he is seized with astonishment about them. He 
therefore must be taught not to be abjectly astonished 
about one beautiful body, but he must be led by the exer- 
cise of the reasoning power to all beautiful bodies, and he 
who does this must exhibit to him that which is one and 
the same in all of them, and inform him that it is different 
from and is derived elsewhere, than from bodies, and is 
rather inherent in other things, such as beautiful pursuits, 
and beautiful laws. For the lover will now become accus- 
tomed to incorporeal natures. He likewise must be led to 
tne beauty wnich is in the arts, in sciences, and the virtues, 
and afterwards to that which is one and the same in all 
these ; and he must be taught after what manner beauty 
is inherent in each of them. But after the virtues, he 
iniist now ascend to intellect, and being itself, and there 
eoiiimence the progression on high. 

III. The philosopher, however, is naturally prompt, and 
as it vrere, winged, and does not require a separation [from 
sensible objects] like the other characters ; since he is ex- 
cited to the supernal region, but is dubious, and therefore 
is only in w^^it of one that may point out the way. The 
path, therefore, must be shown to him, and he must be 
liberated, since he is naturally wiUing, and was formerly 
freed [from the fetters of a corporeal nature]. Hence, he 
must be instructed in the mathematical disciplines,' in 
order that he may be accustomed to the perception of and 
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belief m aai incorporeal essence. For he will <‘a.silj admit its 
subsistence, as he is desirous of learning-. As he is iiafcuralij, 
therefore, endued with Tirtue, he must ]:)e led to the per- 
fection of the virtues ; and after the inatliematics, he 
must be taught dialectic reasonings, and in short, must be 
imiclemi skilful im dialectic. . 

IV., What, then, . is the dialectic, which ought to ■ be de« 
livered in addition to the former particulars r It is, indeed, 
a habit enabling its possessor to reason a'lx>ut every tiling, 
to know wdiat each thing is, and in what it differs froni 
other things, wdiat the common something is wdiich it 
j»articipates, wdiere each of these subsists, if a^ thing is, 
what it is, what the iiuml.ier is of beings, and again of non- 
beings [wdiicli are not nothing] but different from beings. 
This, also, discusses the good, and tliat wdiieh is not good : 
such things as are under the good, and such as are undei 
the contrary to it ; and what that is wdiich is eternal, and 
that which is not a thing of this kind. All these 
likewise it discusses scientifically, and not from opinion, 
Eesting, also, from the w’aiidering about a sensible nature, 
it establishes itself in the intelligible w'orld, and there has 
its employment, dismissing falsehood, and nourishing the 
soul in what is called the plain of truth, employing tV>r 
this purpose the division of Plato, ami also fm* the separa- 
tion of forms. It likewise employs this di\'ision for the 
purpose of defining wdiat a thing is, and in order to obtain 
a knowledge of the first genera of things, intellectually 
connecting that ^vliieh results from tliose, till it has. pro- 
ceeded through the whole of an intelligible nature ; and 
again, by an analytic process it arrives at that to which 
it had proceeded from the first. Then, however, it Ijo- 
comes quiescent, because so far as it arrives tiiitlier it 
is at rest, and being no longer busily employed, ]>ut 
becoming one, it surveys wbat is called logic, winch is 
occupied about propositions and syllogisms, — lust as if 
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giving to anotlier art, tlie knowledge of writing ; some of 
wdncli it considers as necessary, and prior to art. But it 
forms a judgment of tliese, as well as of other things, 
and thinks that some of them are useful, hut others super- 
fluous, and pertaining to the method by which these are 
discussed. 

V. Whence, however, does this science derive its prin- 
ciples ? May we not say that intellect imparts clear prin- 
ciples to the soul that is able to receive them ? Afterwards, 
the soul compounds the things consequent to these prin- 
ciples, and connects and divides them, till it arrives at a 
perfect intellect. For, as Plato says, this science is the 
purest part of intellect and [intellectual] prudence. It is 
necessary, therefore, since it is the most honourable habit 
of those things that are in us, that it should be con- 
versant with being, and the most lionourable nature ; and 
that prudence, indeed, should be conversant with being, 
but intellect with that which is beyond being. What, 
then, is philosophy? That which is most honourable. 
Is philosophy, therefore, the same as dialectic ? Or is not 
dialectic the most honourable part of philosophy ? For it 
must not be fancied that it is the instrument of the philo- 
sopher ; since it does , not consist of mere theorems and 
rules, but is conversant with things, and has beings as it 
were for its subject matter. E'evertheless, it proceeds in a 
path to beings, possessing things themselves together with 
theorems. It knows, however, that which is false and 
sophistical accidentally, something else being the cause of 
these ; and it forms a judgment of them as of that which 
is foreign, knowing the false by the truths it contains in 
itself, when it is adduced by any one, because it is con- 
trary to the rule of truth. Propositions, therefore, are not 
the object of its knowledge ; for these are letters. But, 
knowing truth, it knows tliat which is called a pro- 
position. And universally, it knows the motions of the 
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soul, -wliat tlie soul admits, and “wliat it rejects, and 
\?lieilier it rejects that which it admits, or something else. 
Likewise, whether different or the same things are adduced; 
applying itself to them in a waj resembling sense/ But 
"it assigns to another power an accurate discussion of these 
particulars. ■ 

VI. This,; therefore, is an honouraHe part since philo- 
sophy has also, other. parts. .For .it speculates about noture, 
recoiring assistance, from 'dialectic, in .the same manner as 
the other arts use arithmetic. Fhilosophy, however, proxi- 
matelv derives' assistance, from dialectic. And, in a sirailai 
manner, it. speculates about , manners, surve/iug them 
through dialectic, but adding habits, and tlio exercises 
from which habits proceed. The rational virtues also have 
habits, and what are now as peculiarities, which they derive 
from thence. And the other virtues, indeed, have their 
reasonings in peculiar passions and actions ; but prudence 
is a certain ratiocination, and is conversant with that wdncli 
is more iiniversal. For it considers whether it is proper 
now to abstain or hereafter, or in short, whether another ' 
thing is better. Dialectic, however, and 'wisdom, introdiico 
all things to 'the use of prudence, universally and im- 
materially. But whether is it possible to know inferior 
concerns without dialectic and wdsdoin ? Or may they be 
Imowm in a different' and defective way ? It is possible, 
however, for. 'a man ..to be thus wise and skilled in dialectic 
without a knowdedgf3 of these. Or this will not be the 
case, but they will coalesce, either previously, or together. 
And perhaps some one may have certain physical virtues, 
from which, when wisdom is possessed, the perfect virtiit‘S 
will be obtained. AVisdom, therefore, is posterior to the 

^ By intuition, so as to come into cuutHft with 

the objects of its knowledge. It does tins, however, so far a.s its 
energy is purely intellectual 

* For itvai here, it is necessary to read ndhah 
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pliysioal virtues, but afterwards it perfects the manners ; 
or ratlier, the physical virtues existing, both are co-increased, 
and mutually perfected. Or, one of them being previously 
assumed, the one will perfect the other. For, in short, 
physical virtue has an imperfect eye, and imperfect 
manners; and the principles of both are, for the most 
part, derived from those things which we possess. 


iill 
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1. All those who have spoken conocrning what is eallcM.l 
matter, and who have arrived at a conception of its n at lire, 
nnaninioiisly assert, that it is a certain subject a,nd 
taele of forms. They dissent, however, from each other, in 
investigating what this subject nature is ; and after what 
manner, and of what things, it is a recipient. And tliose, 
indeed, who alone admit bodies to be beings, and who con- 
tend that essence is in these, say, that there is matter, 
which is spread under the elements, and that it is essence ; 
but that all other things are, as it were, the passions of 
matter, and are matter sul^sisting in a certain way, and 
thus also are the elements. They, likewise, dare to exteinl 
matter as far as to the Grods. And, lastly, they make even 
the highest^ God to be this matter, subsisting in a certain 
way. They, likewise, give a body to matter, calling it, 
body void of quality ; and attribute to it magnitude. Dot 
others say, that matter is incorporeal ; and some of tliese 
do not admit that there is only this one matt, fir, but as.sert 
that this is the subject of bodies, and that there is am:/ther 

^ From the version oi; Ficiims, it appears, that instead of avrutf 
avriov rbv we should read, aKfiorarov avrm’ rhv Bi'ov. For Ids 
version is, sunmium ipsorum deuiu ” 
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matter prior to tills in intelligibles, wbicli is spread tinder 
the forms that are there, and under incorporeal essences. 

II. Hence we must enquire concerning this intelligible 
matter, whether it is, what it is, and after what manner it 
subsists. If, therefore, it is necessary that matter should 
be something indefinite and formless, but in intelligibles 
a>s being the most excellent ^ natures, there is nothing in- 
definite and without form, matter will not be there. If, 
also, every thing in the intelligible world is simple, it will 
not be ill want of matter, in order that from it and some- 
thing else, that which is a composite may be produced. 
To generated natures, indeed, and to such as make some 
things from others, matter is necessary, in which also the 
matter of sensibles is conceived to subsist ; but it is not 
necessary to things which are not generated. Whence, 
also, does matter proceed, and how does it subsist among 
intelligibles ? For if it was generated, it was generated by 
something ; but if it is eternal, there are many principles ? 
and first natures will have a casual subsistence. If, like- 
wise, form should accede, the composite will be a body, so 
that body wdll be there. 

III. In the first place, therefore, it must be said, that 
the indefinite is not every where to be despised, nor that 
which in the conception of it is formless, if it applies itself 
to things prior to itself, and to the most excellent natures 
For thus soul is naturally adapted to apply itself to intel- 
lect and reason, being formed by these, and brought to 
possess a more excellent nature. In intelligibles, however, 
that Tchicli is a composite subsists after a diiferent manner, 
and not like bodies ; since reasons, also, [or productive 
principles] are composites, and produce a composite in 
energy, through iiatiirG which has. an energy directed to 
form. But if energy is directed to something diiferent 



^ For (wphrotQ here, it is necessary to read dphroitj. 
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from itself, it is derived from sometiiing else, and this in 
m.;, greater degree. . The, matter, however, of generated 
: natures, alwajs possesses another and another form ; but 
the ■ matter of eternal matures always possesses the same 
form.. ■ .Perhaps, also, the matter which is in sensibles sub- 
sists. in. a way contrary to that which is in inteliigibies. 
Por , the , former is' alternately all thi,ngs, and is always 
some , different thing. Hence, nothing in it ever remains, 
one thiiifg continually expelling another; and on this 
account, nothing is ever the same. But in the latter, 
matter is all things at once, and hence there is not any 
thing into which it can be changed. Matter, therefore, in 
inteliigibies, is never formless, since neither is the matter 
in sensibles ever without form ; but each of these subsists 
after adifferent manner. Whether matter, however, is eternal 
or generated, will be manifest when we have shown what it is. 

IT. At present, however, it is supposed by us that there 
are forms or ideas, for this we have demonstrated else- 
where ; and this being admitted we shall proceed in our 
discussion. If, therefore, there are many forms, it is neces- 
sary, indeed, that there should be something common in 
them ; and also that there should be something peculiar 
by wdiich one is distinguished from another. This some- 
thing peculiar, therefore, and separating difference, are tlie 
appropriate form. But if there is form, there is also that 
which is formed, about which difference subsists. Hence, 
there is matter [in inteliigibies], which receives the form, 
and is always the subject of it. Farther still, if the intel- 
ligible world is there, but this our world is the iinitatiori 
of that, and this is a composite, and consists of matter 
[and form], it is necessary that there also there should be 
matter. Or how can you denominate it a world [or tliat 
which is adorned], unless you look to form ? And how (.-ari 
you look to form, unless you assume that in which form 
subsists ? For the intelligible world, indeed, is perfectly 
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every where impartible; but in a certain respect is also 
partible. And if the parts of it are divnlsed from each 
other, the section and divulsion are the passions of matter ; 
for it is matter which is divided. But if the many which 
are there, are one ^ impartible being, the many subsisting 
in one, — if this be the case, they are in one matter, of 
which they are the forms. For this various one, is to be 
considered as having a multiform nature. It must, there- 
fore, be considered as formless prior to its variety. Hence, 
ii. by intellect you take away its variety, its forms, its pro- 
ductive principles, and intellections, that which is prior to 
these is formless and indefinite, and this is no one of the 

things which subsist together with and in it. 

. If, however, it should be said, that because it always 
possesses these things, and both [the subject and the forms] 
are one, this subject is not matter, neither will the subject 
of bodies here be matter. For the matter of sensibles is 
never without form, but there is always the whole body. 
At the same time, however, this is a composite ; and intel- 
lect discovers its twofold nature. For it divides till it arrives 
at that which is simple, and which is no longer capable of 
being analyzed. But so far as it is able, it proceeds into 
the profundity of body. The profundity, however, of each 
body is matter. Hence all matter is dark, because reason 
is* light, and intellect is reason. Hence, too, intellect be- 
holding the nature of each [^.e. of intelligible and sensible 
matter], conceives that which is beneath, as under light, to 
bo dark ; just as the eye which is luciform, extending itself 
to the light, and to colours which are illuminations, says, 
that what is under colours, is dark and material, and con- 
cealed by the colours. hTevertlieless, that which is dark in 
inlelligi bles is diiferent from that which is dark in sensibles ; 
aiifl the matter of the one differs as much from the matter 
Instead of ft TroXka bv, afckpicrop tern, in this place, it is 

necessary to read, £1 TToXXd eV dftEporroj/ fccrn. 


ELECT -WORKS OF PLOTINITS. 


as tlie siiperveBing form of tlie one from tliat 
; For divine matter receiving tliat Avliieh 
iOimds it, possesses a definite and mtellectual 
nble matter becomes, indeed, ;i certain definite 
ither vital nor intellectual, but aii nnadorued 
life. The mor^hej' also, is an image, so that 
hewise is an image. In iutelligibles, however, 
5 truly form, so that the si;il‘)ject also is real, 
who say that matter is essence, if tlicw assert 
igible matter, speak rightly. For the sulsjer-t 
ice, or rather, is the object of intellectual p</r- 
:her Vvdth that which it eontaaiis, and*is wholly 
ssence. To investigate, however, whether in- 
;ter is eternal, is similar to the inquiry whether 
rnal. For tliey are generated, indeed, so far 
a principle of their subsistence ; but they are 
1 [according to the usual acceptation of the 
ie they have not a temporal beginning, but 
3d from something else, not like the natures 
7ays rising into existence, or becoming to be, 
e with the wmrld, but they ahmys are, in the 
‘ as the world w^hich is there [has an eternal 
For the difference which is there always 
tter ; since this which is the first motion is 
3 of matter. Hence, it is called difference, 
;on and difference w'cre unfolded into light 
h it. But the motion and difference wdiich 
the first cause of all, are indefinite, and are 
lis cause in order that they may become ter mi - 
^ are, however, terminated, whe^,they are con- 
But prior to this, matter and difference are 
d are not yet good, but are without the light 
For if light is from the good, that wliicli 
I'taiixs to the colour, figure, and magnitude of super- 
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receives the light, prior to its reception of it, does not 
always possess it, but possesses it, being different from it, 
since tlie light is from spnietliing else. And thus much 
concerning intelligible matter, which we have discussed 
perhaps more than is fit. 

YI. Of the receptacle of bodies, however, we must speak 
as follows That it is necessary then, there should be a 
certain subject to bodies, which is different from them, the 
mutation of the elements into each other manifests. For 
there is not a perfect corruption of that which is changed ; 
since if there was, there would be a certain essence which 
would he ’’dissolved into nonentity, ISTor again, does that 
which is generated proceed into being from that which in 
every respect is not; but there is a mutation from one 
forin into another. That, however, remains, which receives 
the form of the thing generated, and casts aside another 
form. This, therefore, in short, corruj)tion manifests ; for 
corruption is of that which is a composite. But if this be 
the case, each sensible thing consists of matter and form. 
This, too, induction testifies, demonstrating that the thing 
which is corrupted is a composite. Analysis, likewise, 
evinces the same thing; as if, for instance, a pot should 
be resolved into gold ; ^ but gold into water ; and the 
water being corrupted, will require an analogous process. 
It is necessary, also, that the elements should either be 
form, or the first matter, or that which consists of matter 
and form. But it is impossible, indeed, that they should 
be form. For how, without matter, could they have bulk 

' Plotinus here says of the analysis into gold, is perfectly 

con onnab e to^the assertion of Alhertus Magnus, as cited by 
bechcu' m his i hysica Siihterranea/’ p. 319, 4to. For his ^^^ords 
are, IS on dari rem eienientatarn, in cujus ultima siibstantia- 
tione mm reperiatur aurum.” That all metals, likewise, niav be 
analypied into water, is the doctrine both of Plato and Aristotle. 

^ eo my translation of the Tiinajus of the former, and Meteors of 
the latter. 
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imd iiaa..gnitucle? ‘Not are tliej the first matter; for they 
are corrupted. Hence, they consist of matter and form. 
And form, indeed, subsists according to quality and 
morphe; but matter according to the subject, ivhicli is 
indefinite, because it is not form. 

Yll. Empedocles, howeyer, who substitutes the elements 
for matter, has the corruption of them testifying against 
him. But Anaxagoras, who makes the mixture of things 
to be matter, and who says, that it has not an aptitude to 
[become] all things, but has all things in energy, subverts 
the intellect which he introduces ; not assigning to it the 
production of morphe and form, nor asserting'' that it is 
prior to matter, but that it subsists in conjunction with it. 
It is, however, impossible that intellect and matter should 
be consubsistent. For if the mixture participates of being, 
it follows that being is prior to it. But if being also is a 
mixture, a certain third thing is wanting to these. If, 
therefore, it is necessary that the demiurgus should have a 
prior subsistence, why is it necessary that forms should be 
in matter according to parvitnde; and that afterwards 
intellect by a vainly laborious process should separate 
them from each other ? For it is possible to impress 
quality in matter, since it is without quality, and to extend 
morphe through the whole of it. And, besides, is it not 
impossible that all things should be in every thing ? But 
he who asserts that the infinite is matter, should explain 
what this infinite is. And if it is infinite in such a way as 
that which cannot be passed over, it must be observed, 
that there is not any such things among beings, neither if 
it is the infinite itself, nor if it is inherent in another 
nature, as an accident to a certain body. It is not, indeed, 
the infinite itself, because the part of it is necessarily 
infinite. Not is it the infinite as an accident, because that 
to which it is an accident would not be of itself infinite, 
nor simple, and therefore evidently would not be matter. 
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But neitlier have atoms the order of matter, which indeed 
have no subsistence whatever/ For every body is entirely 
divisible. This opinion is also confuted from the con- 
tinuity and moisture of bodies ; and also from the impos- 
sibility of things subsisting without intellect and soul, 
which could not be formed from atoms. Again, it is not 
possible to fabricate any other nature, besides atoms from 
atoms : since no artificer is able to produce any thing from 
matter which is not continuous. Ten thousand other 
objections might and have been urged against this hypo- 
thesis, and therefore it is superfluous to dwell longer on 
these particulars. 

YIII. What, then, is this nature, which is said to be 
one, continued, and void of quality ? And, indeed, that it 
is not a body if void of quality, is evident ; ^ for if it were, 

^ i.e. As things perfectly indivisible. 

Though from the arguments adduced here by Plotinus, it 
appears to be impossible that the first matter should be body void 
of quality, yet I think there will not be any absurdity in admitting 
with Simplicius, that body is twofold, one kind as subsisting 
according to form and productive power, and defined by certain 
intervals \ but another as characterized by intensions and remis- 
sions,^ and an indefiniteness of an incorporeal, impartible, and 
intelligible nature ; this not being formally defined by three 
intervals, but enthely remitted and dissipated, and on afl sides 
flowing from being into non-being. “ Such an interval as this, we 
must perhaps,” (says Simplicius) admit matter to be, and not 
corporeal form, which now measures and bounds the infinite and 
indefinite nature of such an interval as this, and which stops it in 
its fiight from being. Matter, however, is that by which material 
things differ from such as are immaterial. But they differ by • 
bulk, interval, division, and things of this kind, and not by things 
which are defined according to measure, but by things void of 
measure and indefinite, and which are capable of being bounded 
by formal measures. The Pythagoreans appear to have been the 
first of the Greeks that had this suspicion concerning matter but 
after them Plato, as Moderatus also informs us. For be, con- 
formably to the Pythagoreans, evinced that the first one is above 
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it ’^vouicl have quality. But we say that it is the matter 
of all sensibles, and that it is not the matter of some, but 
the form of others ; as clay is matter to the potter, but is 
iiot simply matter. We do not, therefore, speak of it in 
this way, but with reference to all things ; and this being 
the case, we must not attribute to the nature of it any 
thing which is perceived among sensibles. Hence, besides 
not granting to it other qualities, such as colour, heat and 
cold, we must ascribe to it neither levity or gravity, neither 
density or rarity, or figure j and therefore, neither must 
we ascribe to it magnitude. For magnitude itself is one 
thing, and to be great another. And figure ifself is one 

being, and all essence ; hut he says, that forms are the second one, 
which is true being and the intelligible ; and that the tlnrd one, 
which is psychical, or belonging to soul, participates of the one, 
and of forms. He adds, that the last nature from this, and which 
is the nature of sensibles, does not participate them, but is adorned 
according to a representation of them, matter which is in them 
being the shadow of the non-being, which is primarily in- quantity, 
or rather depending on and proceeding from it. According to this 
reasoning, therefore, matter is nothing else than the mutation of 
sensibles, with respect to intelligibles, deviating from thence, and 
carried downwards to non-heing. 

Those things, indeed, which are the properties of sensibles are 
irrational, corporeal, distributed into parts, and passing into bulk 
and divulsion, through an ultimate progression into generation, 
viz. into matter; for matter is always truly the last sediment. 
Hence, also, the Egyptians' call the dregs of the first life, which 
tliey symbolically denominate water, matter, being as it were a 
certain mire. And matter is, as it were, the receptacle of gene- 
rated and sensible natures, not subsisting as any definite form, but 
. as the state or condition of subsistence ; just as the impartible, 
the immaterial, true being, and things of this kind, are the con- 
stitution of an intelligible nature ; all forms, indeed, subsisting 
both here and there, but here materially, and there immaterially; 
viz. there impartibly and truly, but here partibly and shadowy. 
Hence, every form is here distributed according to material interval 
See more on this subject in the notes to Book I. of my translation 
of Aristotle’s Physics. 
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tliiBg, and tliat wMcli is figured anotlier. It is necessary, 
b owe very that it sliould not be a composite, but simple, 
and one certain tiling in its own nature. For tlius it will 
be destitute of all things. And he who imparts morphe 
to it, will impart morphe as something diferent from 
matter. He will also prefer, as it were, magnitude and ail 
things from the things -which exist; for other-wise, he 
would be subservient to the magnitude of matter, and his 
production would not possess the quantity which he washed 
it should, but that which matter is capable of reeemng. 
To assert, however, that the will of the artificer concurs 
with the ’magnitude of matter, is fictitious. But if the 
maker is prior to matter, in this case matter will entirely 
be such as the maker wishes it to be, and will with facility 
be brought to all things, and therefore to magnitude. If, 
however, it has magnitude, it is also necessary that it 
should have figure, so that it will be still moi’e difficult to 
be fashioned by the artificer. Form, therefore, enters 
matter, bringing all things with it. But every form pos- 
sesses magnitude, and the quantity which it contains is 
accompanied with reason [i.e, with a productive principle] 
and subsists under this. Hence, -in every genus of things, 
quantity is defined together with form. For there is one 
magnitude of a man, and another of a bird. And it would 
be absurd to suppose, that the introduction of quantity to 
the matter of a certain bird, is any thing else than adding 
to it its proper quality. Nor must it be said that quality is 
a productive principle, but that quantity is not form, since 
it is both measure and number. 

IX. How then can any thing which ranks among beings 
be apprehended, which has no magnitude ? Perhaps every 
thing which is piot the same "with a certain quantity. For 
being and a certain quantity are not the same; since there 
are many other things besides a definite quantity. And, 
in short, it must be admitted that every incorporeal nature 
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is without qiiautitj. Matter, also, is incorporeal; since 
quaiititj itself is not a quantum [or a certain quantity], 
but that is a quantum which participates of quantity. 
Hence, from this it is evident, that quantity is form. As, 
therefore, a certain white thing is produced, by the presence 
of whiteness ; but that which produces a white colour in 
an animal, and other various colours, is not a various 
colour, but a various productive principle ; thus also, that 
which produces a definite quantity, is not a definite quantity, 
but a quantum itself, or quantity itself, or a productive 
principle. Hoes quantity, therefore, acceding, evolve 
matter into magnitude ? By no means. For it was not 
contracted into a small space; but it imparts magnitiide 
which prior to this w^as not, in the same maimer as it 
imparts quality which had not a prior existence. 

X. What, therefore, is that which is void of magnitude 
in matter ? What, also, do you conceive that to be which 
is in a certain' way void of quality ? And what is the intel- 
lection and the perception of it by the reasoning power? 
Shall we say it is indefiniteness? For if the similar is 
perceived by the similar, the indefinite also will be appre- 
hended by the indefinite. Eeason, therefore, will become 
bounded about the indefinite ; but the intuition of it will 
.be indefinite. If, ho'wever, every thing is known by reaspn 
and intelligence, but here, reason indeed says what it is 
requisite to say about it, and wishing to become intelli- 
gence, is not intelligence, but, as it were, a privation of 
intellect, — if this be the case, the phantasm of matter will 
rather be spurious, and not genuine, being coinposeci of 
an imagination which is not true, and another kind of 
reason. And perhaps, Plato, looking to tbil, says, [in the 
Timaeus] that matter is apprehended by a spurious reason- 
ing. What, therefore, is the indefiniteness of the soul ? 
[1 Is it an all-perfect ignorance, such as the absence [of 
knowledge] ? Or does the indefinite consist in a certain 
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negation * in conjunction with a certain affirmation ; and 
is it like dai'kness to the eye, obscurity being the matter 
of everj inyisible colour ? Thus, therefore, the soul also, 
taking awaj whatever in sensibles resembles light, and not 
])eiug able to bound what remains, is similar to the eje 
placed in darkness, and tlien becomes in a certain respect 
the same with that which, as it were, it sees. Does it 
therefore see? Perhaps it sees matter as something 
deformed, and as void of colour, and void of light ; and 
besides this, as not having magnitude, since if it had, it 
would be invested with form. When, therefore, the soul 
understands nothing, is she not affected in the same 
manner as when she sees matter? By no means. For 
when she understands nothing, she says nothing, or rather, 
she ^suffers nothing. But when she beholds matter, she 
suffers such a passion as when she receives the resem- 
blance of that which is formless; since also when she 
understands things that have figure and magnitude, she 
understands them as composites. For she understands 
them as things diversified, and in short as possessing 
qualities. Hence, she understands the whole, and at the 
same time both, and her intellection or sensation of the 
inherent properties is clear and manifest. But her per- 
ception of a formless subject is obscure ; for it is not 
form. When, therefore, in the whole and composite, she 
I'eceives the subject together with its inherent properties, 
and analyzes and separates them, then she understands 
obscurely that which reason leaves, darkly that which is 
dark, and sees intellectually, not understanding. And 
since matter itself does not remain formless, but in [sen- 
sible] things is invested with form, the soul also imme- 


* In the original ^ h Kara^daei rivt, hut it ajjpears from the 
version of Ficinus, that we should read, ^ kv dTro^dcet rtvl aiv 
Karatpdau rtvl This emendation the sense also requires, and is 
adopted in the above translation. 
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diately impresses it with the form of things, being pained 
with the indefinite, as if afraid of being jfiaced out of the 
order of beings, and not enduring to stop any longer at 

nonentity, 

XT. But wliy is it requisite there should be something 
else besides magnitude and all quahties, to the composi- 
tion of bodies ? Or is it not necessary there should be 
th^ which is the recipient of all things ? It will not 
therefore he bulk. For if it were bulk, it would also bo 
magnitude. But if it is without magnitude, it will not 
hare a place where it may receive [all other things]. For 
being void of magnitude, what advantage would it derive 
from place, if it neither contributes- to form and quality, 
nor to interval and magnitude ? the two latter of which 
appear to be derived to bodies from matter, wherever it 
may be. In short, as actions and productions, times and 
motions, though they have no substratum of matter in 
them, yet rank among beings ; thus, also, neither is it 
necessary that the first bodies should have a matter [which 
is without magnitude], but that each of them should be 
wholly that which it is, being more various by the mixture 
with things that have their composition from many forms. 
So that this matter which is without magnitude, is a vain 
name. In the first place, therefore, it is not necessary 
that whatever receives any thing should have bulk, if 
magnitude is not now present with it ; since soul, likewise, 
which receives all things, has all things at once. But if it 
happened to have magnitude, it would possess evejy thing 
that it contains, in magnitude. Matter, however, on this 
account, receives the things which it reeeiY/?s, in iutervtil, 
because it is the recipient of interval; just as animals 
and plants, while they are extended with magnitude, 
receive at the same time the production of quality; and 
quantity .being conti’a-cted, quality also is contracted. If, 
however because a certain magnitude -pre-exists in. things 
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of tills kind, as a subject to tlie formator, some one should 
also re(][uir6 this in matter, be will not conceive ri^btly, 
For in tlie formation of these, not matter simply con- 
sidered, is emj)lojed, but matter of a certain kind. But it 
ito necessary that matter simply considered, should possess 
magnitude from something else. Hence, it is not necessary 
that the recipient of form should be bulk, but that at the 
same time it becomes bulk, it should receive another 
quality ; and that it should have indeed the phantasm of 
bulk, because, as being the first matter, it is an aptitude to 
the reception of it. It is, however, a void bulk ; and hence 
some assert that matter and a vacuum are the same. For 
the soul having nothing which it can hound, when it asso- 
ciates with matter, difiuses itself into the indefinite 
neither circumscribing it, nor being able to arrive at any 
fixed point [of survey ;] since otherwise it would define it. 
Hence, neither is it to be separately called great, nor again 
small ; but it must be denominated both small and great. 
And thus it is bulk, and thus is without magnitude, 
because it is the matter of bulk. Being also contracted 
from the great to the small, and extended from the small 
to the great, it runs as it were through bulk. The indefi- 
niteness of it, likewise, is a bulk of this kind, being the 
receptacle of magnitude in itself; but in imagination in 
the way before explained. For with respect to such other 
things without magnitude as are forms, each of them is 
definite; so that they bring with them no conception 
whatever of bulk. But matter being indefinite, and never 
at rest ^ with itself, and being borne along to every form, 
in every direction, and easily led every where, becomes 
multitudinous by its generation and transition to all 
things. And after this manner it possesses the nature of 
bulk. 

^ Instead of ttw Trdo-a Trap* avrrjc, it is necessary to read 
WOTS Tramacra wap^ avrtJc, agreeably to the version of Ficinus. 
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XII. Magnitude, therefore, contributes something to 
bodies ; for the forais of bodies, are in dimensions. These 
forms, howerer, are not generated about magnitude, but 
about that which is amplified. Por if they were generated 
about magnitude, and not about matter, they would be 
similarly Toid of magnitude and without subsistence, or 
would be productive principles alone. But forms are con- 
versant with soul, and therefore are not bodies. Hence, it 
is necessary that here, many things should subsist about 
one thing ; but tbis is distended with magnitude. ■ And 
this [which is thus amplified,] is different from magni- 
tilde ; since now also such things as are mingled, in conse- 
quence of having matter, pass into a sameness of condition, 
and do not require any thing else about which they may 
subsist, because each of the things that are mingled brings 
with it its own matter. At the same time, Lwever,\ 
certain recipient is necessary, viz. either a vessel, or place. 
But place is posterior to matter, and to bodies; so that 
bodies prior to this will be indigent of matter. Hor does 
it foUow that because productive energies and actions are 
immaterial, on.this account bodies also are without matter. 
For the latter are composites, but this is not the ease ivith 
actions. Matter also imparts a subject to agents when 
they act, abiding in them, but not giving itself to act ; for 
thi? is not investigated by material agents. Hor is one 
action changed into another, in order that matter may be 
in them ; but the agent passes from one action to another 
so that he has the relation of matter to the actions them- 
selves. Matter, therefore, is necessary both to quality and 
magnitude, so that it is also necessary to bodies. Nor is 
it a vain name, but it is a certain subject, though it is 
invisible, and without magnitude. For if this” is not 
granted, neither must we say that there are qnahties ; and 
.-tor the same reason we must deny the existence of mao'ni- 
tnde.' For each of these, if assumed by itself alone, i^ust 

; 
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be said to be nothing. But if these have a subsistence, 
though each of them obscurely exists, much more will 
matter have an existence, though it does not clearly sub- 
sist,, and is apprehended, though not by the senses. Bor 
it is not perceived by the eyes, since it is without colour. 
!N'or by the hearing ; for it has no sound. !N"or by the 
smell, or the taste ; for it has neither moisture, nor 
vapour. Is it, therefore, perceived by the touch ? Or is 
not this impossible, because neither is it a body ? For the 
touch pertains to body, because it pertains either to the 
dense, or the rare, the soft, or the hard, the moist,- or the 
dry. Isfone of these, however, subsist about matter ; so 
that it is perceptible by reasoning, but not by sense; and 
by a reasoning not derived from, but void of intellect, on 
which account, as we have before observed, this reasoning 
is spurious. But neither is corporeity about matter. For 
if corporeity is a productive principle, it is different from 
matter. But if it is a thing now made, and as it were 
mingled, it will evidently be body, and not matter only. 

XI JI. If, however, the subject of things is a certain 
quality, being something common in each of the elements, 
in the first place indeed, it must be shown what it is. 
And, in the next place, how quality can be a subject must 
be explained. How, likewise, can a thing which has quality 
be surveyed in that which is without magnitude, and with- 
out matter ? Likewise, if the quality is defined, how can 
it be matter ? But if it is something indefinite, it is not 
quality, but a subject, and matter which we are now in- 
vestigating. What hinders, therefore, but that it may 
indeed be void of quality in consequence of not in its own 
nature participating any one of other things, and yet 
through not participating of any thing, it may be endued 
with quality, entirely possessing a certain peculiarity, and 
differing from other things, being as it were a certain 
privation of them F For he who suffers a privation of any 
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tiling, as foi’ instance, a blind man, is [it mav be said] a 
particijiant of qua-litj. If, therefore, there is a privation 
of these things about matter, how is it possible it should 
not be endued with quality? But if, in short, there is 
privation about it, it is in a still greater degree a partici- 
pant of quality, if privation is a certain something that 
has quality. He, however, who thus objects, what else 
does he do than make all things to be qualities, and the 
participants of quality? So that quantity, and also 
essence, will be quality. And if each of these is such 
like, quality will be present with it. It is, however, 
ridiculous to make that which is different from the par- 
ticipant of quality, and which is not such like, to be 
endued with quality. But if it should be said, this is 
- because a thing that is dij^erent is a participant of quality, 
we reply, if indeed it is difference itself, it will not subsist 
as a thing that is such like, since neither is quality the 
participant of quality. If, however, it is dilferent alone, 
it is not alone different through itself, but through differ- 
ence, and is the same through sameness. Heither, there- 
fore, is privation quality, nor the participant of quality, 
but is destitute of quality, or of something else, just as 
silence is the absence of sound or of some other thing. 
For privation is a negation. But a thing endued with 
quality consists in affirmation. The peculiarity, likewise, 
of matter is not morplie ; for not to possess quality is not 
to possess a certain form. It is absurd, therefore, to call 
that thing quality, which is not a participant of quality, 
and is just as if it should be said that a thing without 
magnitude, in consequence of being withoijLt, possesses 
magnitude. The peculiarity, therefore, of matter, is not 
any thing else than that which matter is : nor is its pecu- 
liarity adjacent to it, but rather subsists in a habitude to 
other things, because matter is di:fferent from them. And 
, qtjier things, indeed, are not only others, but each of them 
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is a cortain tlimg* as Iiaviiig form. Matter, iiowever, maj 
be aptly said to be alone that which is another. Perhaps, 
also, it may be appropriately denominated other things, 
lest by calling it in the singular number another, you 
should limit [its^ boundless nature 5] but by denominating 
it others f jfQxi will indicate the indefiniteness of its sub- 
sistence. 

XIY. That, however, is to be investigated, whether 
matter is privation, or privation subsists about matter. 
He, therefore, who says that both are one in subject, but 
two in definition, ought in justice to teach us what defini- 
tion of each should be given. And to the definition of 
matter, indeed, he should adapt nothing of privation ; and 
to the definition of privafion, nothing of matter. For 
either the one is not in the definition of the other, or each 
is in the definition of each, or one of them only is in the 
definition of the other, whichever it may be. If, there- 
fore,^ each is defined separately, and neither of them 
requires the other, both will be two things, and matter 
will be difierent from privation, though privation may 
the definition of the one, however, it is 
necessary that the other should not be seen, not even in 
capacity. But if they are as a fiat nose, and flatness of 
the nose, thus also each of them is twofold and two. And 
if they are as fire and heat, heat being in fire, but fire not 
being assumed in heat, and matter is so privation as fire 
is hot, in this case, privation vrili be, as it were, the form 
of matter, but the subject will be another thing, which it 
is necessary should be matter. Neither, likewise, in this 
way will tliey be one. Are they, therefore, thus one in 
subject, but two in definition, privation not signifying 
that a certain thing is present, but that it is not present, 
and privation being as it were a negation of beings, as if 
some one should say non-being? For negation does not 
add any thing, but says a thing is not, and thus privation 
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will be as non-being. If, tlierefore, it is non-being, be- 
cause it is not being but sonietbing else, will there be two 
definitions ; the one indeed regarding the subject, but the 
other privation, manifesting a habitude to other things ? 
Or shall we say, that the dehnition of matter respects 
other things, and that this is also the case with the defini- 
tion of a subject ; but that the dehiiition of priTatioii, if 
it manifests the indefiniteiiess of it, will perhaps toueli 
upon its nature, excepting that each is one in the subject., 
but two in definition ? But if privation in coiiseqr.ence 
of being indefinite, infinite, and without quality, is the 
same with matter, how will there be any longer two 
definitions ? 

XV. Again, it must be invest] gEded, wiietlier if the 
infinite and indefinite are in another nature accidentally, 
how this is an accident, and whether privation happens to 
it. If, indeed, such things as numbers and reEisons [or 
productive principles] are remote from infinity ; for they 
are boundaries and orders, and arrangement is derived to 
other things from these ; but these arrange not that which 
is arranged, nor the orders of things, that which arranges 
being different from that which is arranged; and end, 
bound, and reason, arrange; — if this be the case, it is 
necessary that what is arranged and bounded, should be 
infinite. Matter, however, is arranged, and also such 
things as are not matter, by participEiting or possessing 
the nature of matter; Hence it is necessary, that matter 
should be infinite, yet not infinite in such a way as if the 
infinite was accidental to matter. For in the first place, 
that which happens to any thing ought to ^be formative ; 
but the infinite is not formative. In the next place, to 
what existing thing will the infinite be an accident ? Will 
it be to bound, and that which is bounded ? Matter, 
ever, is neither any thing bounded, nor bound. The 
infinite, also, acceding to that which is bounded, loses its 
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j own nature. Hence, the infinite is hot an accident to 
I matter, Ma^tter, therefore, is the infinite; since in Intel- 
ligihles also, matter is the infinite which is there^ And 
there, indeed, it is generated from the infinity or power 
of the one, or from the ever, infinity not being in the one, 
but proceeding from it. How, therefore, is the infinite 
there, and also here ? Or is not the infinite twofold ? 
And in wliat do they differ? They differ in the same 
manner as archetype and image. Is the latter, therefore, 
j in a less degree infinite ? Perhaps it is more infinite. Por 
so far as the image flies from the reality of existence, so 
far it is in a greater degree infinite. For infinity is in a 
■ greater degree in that which is less hounded. For that 
which is less in good is more in evil. Hence the infinite 
which is in intelligibies, in consequence of having more of 
being, is but as an image [vdth respect to the infi?nty of 
matter]. But the infinite which is here, as having less 
of being, so far as it flies from existence and truth, and 

' 1 «« Power,” says Proclns, (in Theol. Plat. lih. iil. cap. 9.) “is 

J every where the cause of prolific progressions, and of all multitude ; 

I occult power, indeed, being the cause of occult multitude ; but the 

I power which exists in energy, and which unfolds itself into light, 
j being the cause of all-perfect multitude. Through this cause, 
4 . therefore, I think that every being, and eveiy essence, has con- 
nascent powers. For it participates of infinity, and derives its 
liyparxis indeed from bound, but its power from infinity. And 
being is nothing else than a monad of many powers, and a multi- 
})]ied hyparxis, and on this account being is one many.— It appears 
to me also, that Plotinus and his followers, frequently indicating 
those things, produce being from form and intelligible matter, 
arranging form as analogous to the one, nnd to hyparxis, hut 
power as anah^gous to matter. And if, indeed, they say this, they 
s])eak rightly. But if timy ascribe a certain formless and indefinite 
nature to an intelligible essence, they appear to me to wander 
from the conceptions of Plato on this subject. For the infinite is 
not the matter of Ijound, hut the power of it, nor is hound the 
form of the infinite, but the hyparxis of it.” See my translation 
of this work of Proclus, vol, i. p. 173. 
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be as non-being. If, tlierefore, it is iion-being, be- 
I cause it is not being but sonietbing else, will there be two 

definitions ; the one indeed regarding Ihe subject, but the 
other priration, manifesting a habitude to other things? 
Or shall say, that the definition of matter respects 
other tilings, and that this is also the ease with the defini- 
tion of a subject ; but that the definition of priYation, if 

; it manifests the indefiniteness of it, will perhaps touch 

I upon its naturOj excepting that each is one in the subject, 

' f but tTro in definition ? But if priyation in consecjuence 

i ' of being indefinite, infinite, and- without quaH is the 

lx same with matter, how will there be any longer tyro 

definitions ? 

XV. Again, it must be inyestigated, whether if the 
infinite and Indefinite are in another nature accidentally, 
how this is an accident, and whether privation happens to 
it. If, indeed, such things as numbers and reasons [or 
productive principles] are remote from infinity ; for they 
are boundaries and orders, and arrangement is derived to 
other things from these ; but these arrange not that which 
is arrau ged, nor the orders of things, that which arranges 
being different from that which is arranged; and end, 
bound, and reason, arrange; — if this be the case, it is 
necessary that what is arranged and bounded, should be 
infinite. Matter, however, is arranged, and also such 
things as are not matter, by participating or possesMng 
the nature of matter: Hence it is necessary, that matter 
should be infinite, yet not infinite in such a way as if the 
infinite was accidental to matter. For in the first place, 
that which hajppens to any thing ought to ]be formative ; 
but the infinite is not formative. In the next place, to 
what existing thing will the infinite be an accident ? Will 
it be to bound, and that which is bounded ? Matter, how- 
ever, is neither any thing bounded, nor bound. The 
infinite, also, acceding to that which is hounded, loses its 
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own nature. Hence, the infinite is: not an accident to 
matter. Matter, therefore, is the infinite ; since m Melr 
ligiUes also, matter is the infinite which is there^ And 
there, indeed, it is generated from the infinity or power 
of the one, or from the ever, infinity not being in the one, 
but proceeding from it. How, therefore, is the infinite 
there, and also here? Or is not the infinite twofold? 
And in what do they difier? They differ in the same 
manner as archetype and ima,ge. Is the latter, therefore, 
in a less degree infinite ? Perhaps it is more infinite. For 
so far as the image fiies from the reality of existence, so 
far it is in a greater degree infinite. For infinity is in a 
greater degree in that which is less bounded. For that 
which is less in good is more in evil. Hence the infinite 
which is in intelligibies, in consequence of having more of 
being, is but as an image [with respect to the infinity of 
matter]. But the infinite which is here, as having less 
of being, so far as it flies from existence and truth, and 

^ ‘‘Power,” says Proclus, (in Theol. Plat. lib. iii. cap. 9.) “is 
every where the cause of prolific progressions, and of all multitude ; 
occult power, indeed, being the cause of occult multitude ; hut the 
poyrer which exists in energy, and which unfolds itself into light, 
being the cause of all-perfect multitude. Through this cause, 
therefore, I think that every being, and every essence, has con- 
nascent powers. For it participates of infinity, and derives its 
liyparxis indeed from bound, but its power from infinity. And 
being is nothing else than a monad of many powers, and a multi- 
plied hyparxis, and on this account being is one many.— It appears 
to me also, that Plotinus and his follo^vers, frequently indicating 
these things, produce being from form and intelligible matter, 
arranging form as analogous to the one, to hyparxis, but 
power as"anal(?gous to matter. And if, indeed, they say this, they 
speak rightly. But if they ascribe a certain formless and indefinite 
nature to an intelligible essence, they appear to me to wander 
from the conceptions of Plato on this subject. For the infinite is 
not the matter of bound, but the power of it, nor is bound the 
I form of the infinite, but- the hyparxis of it.” See my translation 

of tliis work of Proclus, vol. i. p. 173. 
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I is drawn down to the nature of an image, is a more true 

i infinite. Is, therefore, the infinite the same thing as to 

I foe infinite? Perhaps where there are that which has a 

productive and forming power, and matter, each of these 
\ is diiferent ; font where there is matter alone, they must 

' cither foe said to foe the same, or in short, and wliich also 

,> is better, to foe infinite is not here. For it would be 

reason in order that it might foe infinite [i.e, would have 
i - a productive and forming power,] which is not in the 

j infinite. Hence matter must be said to foe of itself infinite, 

through having an arrangement o];)posite to reason. For 
■ as reason not being any thing else is reason, thus also it 

1'^ must foe said, that matter being opposed to reason accord- 

to infinity, is infinite in such a way as not to be any 
|/ thing else. 

XVI. Is, therefore, matter the same with difference, or 
: , .i is it not the same ? Perhaps it is not the same with difier- 

j :[ ence simply considered,' font with a part of difference 

I which is opposed to beings properly so called, and which 

are productive principles. Hence, also, non-foeing is thus a 
- certain being, and the same with privation, if privation is 

, , an opposition to the things which subsist in reason. Will, 

therefore, privation foe corrupted by the accession of that 
1 , of which it is the privation ? Py no means. For the 

';;i receptacle of habit, is not habit, but privation. The re- 

ceptacle, likewise, of bound, is not that which is termi- 
I':; Bated, nor bound, but the infinite, and this so far as it 

(I' infinite. How is it possible, therefore, that bound 

1 approaching should not destroy the nature of the infinite, 

especially since this infinite has not an accidental sub- 
sistence ? Or may we not say that if this infinite was infinite 
; in quantity, it would perish ? How, however, this is not the 

i; , case, font on the contrary its being is preserved by bound . 

I| appears from the version of Ficiniis, that the words 7} 06 

|| : ravrov Irmornri uTtXwQ, are wanting in this place in the original 
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For bound brings that -wliicb the infinite is naturally 
adapted to be, into energy and perfection; just as tliat 
wliicli is not yet sown [is brought to perfection] "when it is 
sown, and as the female [when impregnated] by the male. 

I For then the female nature is not destroyed, but possesses. 

I the female characteristic in a greater degree ; since then it 

i ' becoia.es more eminently that which it is. Is, therefore,. 

; matter evil when it partakes of goodr Or ...shall we say it 

is evil on this account because it was in want of good ? 

I For it .did not possess it. For that which is in want of any 

tiling, and obtains what it wants, will ■ perhaps , become- 
i a medium between good and evil, if it is equally disposed 
towards both. But that which possesses nothing, as being 
, ill poverty, or rather being poverty itself, is necessarily evil. 
For this is not the want of wealth or of strength, but it is- 
the want of wisdom, and the want of virtue, of beauty, 
strength, morphe, form, and quality. How, therefore, is- 
it possible it should not be deformed? How is it possible 
it should not be perfectly base? How is it possible it- 
‘ should not be perfectly evil ? The matter, however, which 
is in intelligibles is [real] being. For that which is prior to- 
it is beyond being. But here [in the sensible region,] that 
which is prior to matter is being. Hence the matter which 
is here is not being, since it is different from it when com-^ 

' pared w'ith the.beaiity of being. 


'i 


xiGAINST THE GNOSTICS.^ 


I. Since it lias appeared to us that the nature of the good 
is simple and the first ; for every thing which is not the 
first is not simple ; and since it has nothing in itself, but 
is one alone, and the nature of what is called the one, is the 
same with the good j for it is not first something else, and 

^ At the time in which Plotinus lived,” (says Porphyry in his 
life of onr philosopher,) ‘‘ there were many Christians and others, 
wdio departing from the ancient philosophy, became heretics [with 
respect to it] ; viz. the followers of Adelpluus and Acylinus, who 
being in possession of many of the writings of Alexander, Philo- 
comns, Demostratus, and Lydus, and exhibiting the revelations of 
Zoroaster, Zostrianus, Nicotheiis, Allogenes, Meses, and certain 
others, deceived many, and were themselves deceived. For they 
asserted, that Plato had not penetrated the depth of an intelligible 
essence. Hence Plotinus in his conferences adduced many argu- 
ments against them, and also wrote a book which we have inscribed 
‘ Against the Gnostics,* leaving the rest to our judgment.” 

After this testimony of Porphyry, it is singular, as Fabriciiis 
observes, that Plotinus should not even once use the word Gnostics, 
in any part of his treatise against them. But as he was a man 
sparing of words beyond all other writer-s, he was perhaps satis- 
fied with the inscription which he knew would he given to the 
book by Porphyry, and being wholly attentive to the conceptions 
of his own wonderful mind, did not busy himself with a repetition 
of names. Wherever this word, therefore, occurs in the following 
translation, it is inserted by me for the sake of perspicuity. 
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afterwards one, — nor is the good sometliing else, and after- 
wards the good ; tills being tlie case, -wben we say the one, 
and when w^e say the good, it is necessary to think that we 
speak of one and the same nature ; not predicating any 
thing of it, but manifesting it to ourselves as much as, 
possible. It is also called the first, because it is most 
simple ; and sufficient to itself, because it does not consist 
of many things. For if it did, it would be suspended from 
the things of which it consists. It likewise is not in any 
thing else, because every thing which is in another, is also 
derived from another. If, therefore, it is neither from, nor 
in another, and has not any composition in its nature, it is 
necessary that there should not be any thing superior to it. 
Hence, it is not requisite to proceed to other principles, but 
having admitted this, and next to this intellect which is 
primarily intellect, we ought afterwards to place soul, as 
the next in rank. For this is the order according to nature, 
neither to admit more, nor fewer than these in the intelli- 
gible. For those who admit fewer than these, must either 
say that soul and intellect are the same, or that intellect 
and that which is first are the same. It has, however, been 
frequently demonstrated by us, that these are different from 
each other. 

It remains, therefore, that we should consider at present, 
if there are more than these three, what the natures are 
which exist besides these. For since the principle of all 
things subsists in the way we have shown, it is not possible 
for any one to find a more simple and elevated principle. 
For they [the G-nostics] will not say ^ that there is one 
principle in capacity, but another in energy ; since it is 
ridiculous in things which are in energy, and immaterial, 
to make many natures by dividing into capacity and energy* 
But neither in the natures posterior to these, is it to be 


^ Instead of oh yap del here, it is necessary to read ov ydjo 
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supposed that there is a certain intellect established in 
quiet, but that another is as it were nioTed, For what 
is the quiet of intellect, what the motion and language 
of it ? And what will be the leisure of one intellect, and 
the work of the other? For intellect alrrajs possesses an 
levariable sameness of subsistence, being constituted in 
stable energy. But motion directed to, and ■ subsisting 
about it, is now the employment of soul. Eeason also pro- 
ceeding from intellect into soul, causes soul to be intellec- 
tual, and does not produce a certain other nature between 
intellect and soul. Moreover, neither, is it necessary to 
make many intellects on this account, that one of them per- 
ceives intellectually, but another sees that it sees intellec- 
tually. For if in these, to perceive intellectually is one 
thing, but another to perceive that it sees intellectually, yet 
there must be one intuitive perception in these which is not 
insensible of its own energies. For it would be ridiculous 
to form any other conception than this of true intellect. 
But the intellect will be entirely the same, which perceives 
intellectually, and which sees that it sees intellectually. 
For if this were not the case, the one would be alone 
intelligent but. the other would perceive that it w''as intelli- 
gent, and the former would be different from the latter. 
If, however, they say that these two [only] differ from each 
other in conceptions, in the first place indeed, they will be 
deprived of many hypostases ; and in the next place it is 
necessary to consider; whether any conception of ours can 
admit the subsistence of an intellect which is alone intelli- 
gent, and which does not perceive that it sees inteilectualiy. 
For when a thing of this kind happens to us who are 
always attentive to impulses and cogitations, if -we are 
moderately worthy, it becomes the cause to us of folly. 

When, therefore, that which is truly intellect intel- 
lectually perceives itself in its intellections, and the intelli- 
gible of it is not externally posited, but intellect itself 
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is also tlie intelligible, it necessarily follows that in Intel- | 

iectual perception it possesses itself, and sees itself. Biit I 

seeing itself, it perceives itself not to be void of iiitellb 
gence, but intelligent. So that in primarily energizing in- 
tellectually, it will also bave a perception tbat it sees intel- 
lectually, botli being as one; nor can there be any 
conception, of duplicity there. If, likewise, always perceiv- 
ing intellectually it is that which it is, what place can 
there be for the conception which separates intellectual 
perception from the perceiving that it sees intellectually ? 

If, however, some one should introduce a third conception 
to the second, which asserts that it perceives that it* sees 
intellectually, and should say that it understands (t.e., sees 
intellectually), that what understands understands, the 
absurdity is still more apparent. And why may not asser- 
tions of this kind be made to infinity ? The reason, like- 
wise, proceeding from intellect which maybe adduced, and 
from which afterwards another reason is generated in the 
soul, so as to become a medium between intellect and soul, 
deprives the soul of intellectual perception, if it does not 
derive this reason from intellect, but from some other 
intermediate nature. Hence it would possess an image 
of reason, but not reason itself. And in short, it would 
not have a knowledge of intellect, nor would it be 
intelligent. 

II. Hence it must not be admitted that there are more 
principles than these [in the intelligible world], nor must 
tlies3 superfluous conceptions be adopted, which have no 
place there ; but it must be said that there is one in- 
tellect always subsisting with invariable sameness, and in 
every respect' without fluctuation, which imitates as much 
as possible its father; and with respect to our soul, that 
one part of it always abides on high,’ that another part of 

^ This is one of the peculiar dogmas of Plotinus, which is how- 
ever opposed, and I think very justly by Procliis, in the last 
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it is conversant witli sensibles, and tliat another has a sub- 
sistence in tJie middle of these. For as there is one nature 
in many powers, at one time the whole soul tends upward 
in coniunction with the most excellent part, of itself, and 
of the universe, but at another time, the worst part bein^ 
drawn down, draws together with itself the middle part. 
For it is not lawful that the whole of it should be drawn 
downward. This passion also happens to the soul, because 
it did not abide in that which is most beautiful, where the 
soul which does not rank as a part [continually] abiding, 
and of which we are not a part, imparts to the whole body 
of the universe, as much as it is able to receive from it. At 
the same time also, this soul remains free from all solici- 
tude, not governing the world by the discursive energy of 
reason, nor con-ecting any thing [in itself ;] but by the 
vision of that which is prior to itself, adorning the uni- 
m-se with an admirable power. For the more it looks to 
“lore beantiful and powerful it becomes, and 
iJ possessing these excellencies from the intelligible world, it 

■ .';j imparts them to that which is posterior to itself, and as it 

, ' I is always, illuminated, it always illuminates. 

; ni. Being therefore always illuminated, and continually 

(j ; possessing light, it imparts it to the natures that are in a 

consequent order. ^ And these are always contained and 
,;| irrigated by this light, and enjoy life through it, as far as 

III they are able. Just as if a fire being placed in a certain 

I'lj Proposition of his Elements of Theology. “For if,” (as he tliore 

a ; says) ‘ soniething pertaining to the soul remains on high in the 

; |j mtelligmle world, it will always perceive intcllectnally' without 

, : ij transition, or transitively. But it without transition, it ivill be 

t ij intellect, and not a part of the soul. And if with transition then 

i.!ii frorn that which always, and from that which sometimes energizes 

mtelleetmally, one essence will be formed. This, however is 

1 impossible. ' 

1 From the version of Ficinus, it appears that instead of rov 
ovToe in this place, we should read toS mvrds. 
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middle, whatever is capable of receiving heat, should be 
heated by it as much as possible ; though the fire is limited 
by measure. But when the powers not being measured, 
are never-failing, how is it possible that they should have 
an existence, and yet nothing should participate of them ? 
It is, however, necessary that every thing should impart 
itself to something else ; or the good will not be good, nor 
intellect be intellect, nor soul be soul ; unless after that 
which lives primarily, there is also that which has a 
secondary life, as long as that exists which is primarily 
vital. Hence it is necessary that all things should be per- 
petually consequent to each other, and should be generated 
by other things, because they depend on others for their 
subsistence. Things therefore that are said to be gene- 
rated, were not generated at a certain time, but were and 
will be rising into existence ; nor will they be corrupted, 
those things excepted which they contain, into which they 
may be resolved. But that which has nothing into which 
it can be resolved, will not be corrupted. If, however, 
some one should say that things which are in generation 
may be resolved into matter, we reply, and why may not 
matter also be dissolved ? But if it is said that matter 
may be^ dissolved, we ash what necessity there was that it 
should be generated? If they say it was necessary, and 
therefore it was generated, ^ve reply, and it is also now neces- 
sary. But if it should be left alone, divine natures would not 
be every where, but would be circumscribed in a certain 
place, as if surrounded with a wall. If, however, this is im- 
possible, matter is perpetually ^ illuminated [by divinity]. 

TV. But if they say tha<t soul suffering as it were a de- 
fluxion of its' wings, made the world, we reply, that this 
does not befall the soul of the universe. If also they say 
this soul is deceived and in error, they should assign the 


^ It appears tliat ati is wanting here in the original 
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cause of its deception and error. When likewise was it de- 
ceiYecl ? For if from eternity, it will for the sa.me ^ reason 
remain in error. But if it began at a certain time to be 
deceived, why was it not deceived prior to that time? We, 
however, do not say that the tendency of the soul down- 
ward produced the world, but rather the non-tendency of 
it. Blit if it tends downward, it is evident that this must 
arise from its forgetfulness of what the intelligible, world 
contains. And if it is forgetful of these, how did it 
fabricate the world ? For whence can it make, except from 
the things w^hich it saw there ? But if it fabricates recol- 
lecting the things that are there, it has not, in short, any 
tendency downward. For it does not possess nor see them 
obscurely, if it is without this tendency. And why, if it 
has any recollection of them, should it not wish to return 
thither ? For what can it sujDpose will happen to itself 
from fabricating the world ? For it is ridiculous to assert 
that it made the world, in order that it might be honoured, 
and is an opinion derived from the makers of statues. If, 
likewise, soul fabricated by a reasoning process, and did 
not naturally possess a producing power, how did it make 
this world ? When also will it destroy the world? For if 
it repented having made it, why doesit defer its destruc- 
tion ? But if it does not yet repent, neither will it ever, as 
being now accustomed to it, and becoming through time 
more friendly towards it. If, also, it defers the destruc- 
tion of the world on account of partial souls, waiting for 
their union with it, these souls ought not to have descended 
again into generation, having experienced in a former de- 
scent, the evils which are here ; so that prior to the present 
time they would have ceased to descend. Jlor must ive 
grant them that this world was produced in an evil condi- 
tion, because there are many molestations in it. For this 

^ Instead of icard rop avrwv XoyoVi it is necessary to read scara 
rhv avrhv Xoyovm 
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arises from forming too exalted an opinion of this sensible 
world, and conceiYing it to be the same with that which is 
intelligible, and not the image of it. For what more beau- 
tiful image of it could have been generated ? What other ^ 
■fire could be a better image of the fire which is there, than 
the fire which is here ? Or what other earth than this, of 
the earth which is there ? What sphere, also, could be 
more accurate and venerable, or more orderly in its motion 
[than that of this sensible universe], after the comprehen- 
sion which is there of the intelligible world in itself ? x4.nd 
what other sun after the intelligible sun, can be prior to 
tliis.which.isthe object of sight ?. 

V. It is however truly absurd, that they having a body 
like other men, together with desires, pains, and anger, 
should not despise the power of these, but assert that they 
are able to come into contact with the intelligible, and yet 
that there is not in the stm a more impassive power, though 
it exists in a superior order, and has not as our bodies 
have, a predominant tendency to a change of quality, and 
that it has not likewise a wisdom more excellent than we 
have whose origin is recent, and who are prevented by so 
many impediments from arriving at truth. JVbr agam, is 
it fit to assert that the ,.soul of the vilest men is immortal and 
divine, hut that all heaven and the stars that are there, do not 
partici])ate of immmtality, though they consist of things far 
more beautiful and pure [than any thing terrestrial, and 
though it is evident that whatever is there is orderly and 
elegant ; especially since they blame the disorder which is 
about the earth, as if an immortal soul would choose this 
inferior abode, and willingly though more excellent be 
subservient to a mortal soul. The introduction also of 
this other soul by them is absurd, which according to them 
derives its composition from the elements. For how can 
a composition from the elements possess any life? For 
the mixture of these produces either the hot or the cold, or 
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that wliicli is mingled from both, or the dry, or the moist, 
or a compound from these. How, litewise, is soul the 
connecting bond of the four elements, since it consists 
from and is posterior to them ? But when they also add 
animadyersion and will, and ten thousand other things 
to this soql, it may be ashed why they ascribe these to it. 
Fmiher still, they do not honour this sensible fabrication of 
things, nor this visible earth, but they say that there is a new^ 
earth produced for them, into which they are to ascend f rom 
hence ; and that this new earth is the productive principle 
of the world ; though why is it necessary that they should 
dwell in the para^gm of a world which they hatep 
Whence likewise, does this paradigm subsist? For this, 
according to them, derived its subsistence from the maker 
of the world, verging to terrestrial natures. If, therefore, 
by the maker of the universe great attention is paid to the 
production of another world, after the intelligible world 
which he possesses, why is this attention requisite? And if 
he was thus attentive prior to the world, was it in order that 
souls might be saved ? How is it, therefore, that they are 
not saved ? So that the world was made in vain. But if he 
wa* thus attentive posterior to the world, receiving his 
knowledge by a spoliation of form from matter, in this 
ease, the skill which souls derive from e.xperience, is suffi- 
cient to their salvation. But if they think that the form 
of the world should be assumed in souls, from whence is 
this novel doctrine derived ? 

TI. And why is it requisite to speak of the other hypo- 
stases which they introduce, such as transmigrations, 
repercussions, and repentances ? “ For if they say that 


’ It appears from the veraion of Ficimis, that for vh' here we 
should read vkav, ^ 

3 Forms or ideas, according to the ancient wisdom of the Greeks, 
leap into matter, which is adapted hj the exemplar of the universe 
to receive the images of them, and like a mirror gives back the 
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these are the passions of soul when it repents, and reper- 
cussions, when it contemplates as it were the images of 
beings, and not beings themselves, — these are vain asser- 
tions, adduced for the purpose of establishing a peculiar 
sect. For as they do not adhere to the ancient wisdom of 
the Greeks, they fabricate such fictions as these. For the 
Greeks Imew and asserted without any arrogance and 
pride, that there are methods of ascent from the cavern 
[of sense] and gradual progressions to a more and more 
true survey [of an intelligible essence.] And, in short, 
some things are assumed by the Gnostics from Plato, but 
others are imioYations of their own, in order that they 
may establish a peculiar philosophy, and are deviations 
from the truth. For the punishments and rivers in Hades, 
and transmigrations into other bodies, are derived from 
Plato. The admission, likewise, of multitude in intel- 
ligibles, viz. of being and intellect ; and another demiurgus, 
and soul, is assumed from what is said in the ^‘Timseus.” 
For Plato there says, “ Intellect, therefore, perceiving ideas 
in which is animal itself, understood by the discursive 
energy of reason, that the universe should contain as many 
as are there/’ But they not understanding Plato, intro- 
duce an intellect at rest, containing all things in itself; a 
second intellect besides this, contemplating what the first 
contains; and a third intellect energizing dianoetically. 
Frequently, likewise, the fabricating soul is assumed by 
them for the reasoning intellect. And they fancy that 
this soul is the Demiurgus, according to Plato; not know- 

influx of the ideas which it receives. Souls, therefore, falling 
fiom the intelfigihle world become deceived, by mistaking the 
resemblances of forms for forms themselves, till by repentance they 
return to their true country, from which they have been as it were 
banished, through their abode on the earth. The Gnostics per- 
verting this doctrine, gave the names of essences to such like 
passions of the soul. 
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: t' ing -who tlie Demiiirgus is. And, in short, they falsely 

[ I asci'ibe to Plato the mode of fabrication which they intro- 

I } dnce, and mmy other things, and pervert the opinions of 

■ man ; as if they alone understood an intelligible nature, 

I but he, and other blessed men were ignorant of it. Denomi- 

> j nating, likewise, the intelligible multitude, they fancy that 

I I they have accurately discovered its nature ; though at the 

^ I same time, by the multitude which they introduce, they 

I draw down the intelligible nature into a similitude with 

I that which is sensible and subordinate. For it is necessary 

I to consider intelligible multitude as subsisting according 

I to the least possible number, and ascribing all things to 

I that which is posterior to the first, not to investigate any 

I other intelligibles ; that being all things, and the first 

I intellect and essence, and such other beautiful essences as 

I exist after the first nature. But we should admit that the 

I form of soul ranks in the third place. 

I ^ Moreover, we should investigate the differences of souls, 

I m passions, or in nature, so as not in any respect to repre- 

I bend divine men, but should benevolently receive their 

I assertions, as being sanctioned by antiquity, adopting what 

I has been well said by them, respecting the immortality of 

' the soul, the intelligible world, and the first God ; as also, 

that it is necessary the soul should fly from an association 
with the body, and that a separation from the body is a 
flight from generation to real essence. For* if they were 
clearly to assert these -things, which are admitted by Plato, 
they would do well. No one, however, will enmj their wish- 
ing to dissent fro^n these dogmas; nor their endeavours to 
estaUish their own opinions among their auditors, by defaming 
and insolently attaching the doctrines of the'Qreelis. But 
thej ought to demonstrate that their OAvn peculiar opinions, 
which are different from those of the Greeks, are right ; 
and should benevolently and philosophically adduce” the’ 
opinions of the ancients. Justly, also, looking to truth 
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wlien they oppose tlie ancients, they ought not to aim at 
renown by censuring those who from a remote period have 
been celebrated by no contemptible men, nor assert that 
they are better than them. For what the ancients have 
said concerning iiitelligibles, is ranch better, and more 
replete with learning than what they say ; mid is easily 
known to he so hy those who are not deceived hy the fratid 
which at present invades mankind. Indeed, the additions 
which the Gnostics have made to what they received from 
the ancients, will be found to be by no means appropriate ; 
and hence in their oppositions to them, they introduce 
manifold generations and corruptions. They likewise find 
fault with this universe, reprobate the communion of the 
soul with body, and blame the governor of the world. 
They also confound the demiurgus with soul, and ascribe 
the same passions to the soul of the world as to partial souls. 

That this world, therefore, never began, nor will ever 
cease to be, but will continue in existence, as long as intel- 
ligibies have a subsistence, has been elsewhere shown by 
us. And that the coinniunion of our soul with the body, 
is not bette/ for the soul, has been asserted prior to them. 
But that the soul of the universe should receive any thing 
from ours, is just as if some one adducing the tribe of 
potters or bx^aziers, in a w’-ell-governed city, should blame 
the whole city [on their account]. It is necessary, however, 
to be persuaded that the soul of the universe governs in a 
way very different from ours ; and not bound to body as 
our souls are. For besides ten thousand other differences 
wdiich we have elsewhere enumerated, this also ought to 
be considered, that v/e are bound by the body, the bond 
being now in reality produced. For the nature of body 
being bound in the -whole soul, binds together with itself 
v/liatever it may comprehend ; but the soul of the universe 
is not bound by the things which it hinds. For it has 
dominion over them. Hence it is not passively affected by 
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tlieni. We, liowever, are not the lords of these. But so 
much of tlie soul of the world as is raised to the divine 
nature which is above it, so much of it remains entire and 
sini]}Ie, and without impediment ; and so much of it as 
imparts life to the body with which it is connected, receives 
iiOuiiing fiom it. Bor, in short, that which is in something 
different from itself, necessarily receives the passive pro- 
perties of that in which it is. But this no longer imparts 
any thing of itself to that which possesses its own proper 
life. Just as if one thing should he centrically inserted in 
another, and which is co-passive with that in which it is 
inserted ; but the latter being decayed, should permit the 
former to have its own life; since, neither when the fire 
which IS in }'Oii is extinct, is the wholeness of fire extin- 
guished. ISTor if the whole of fire should perish, this would 
not affect the soul of the universe, hut the composition of 
the mundane body. And if in each of the remaining 
elements there should be a certain world, this would not 
affect the soul of the universe, since the composition of 
the woild is different from that of each of the animals 
which it contains. Bor the soul of the world stands as it 
were over its body, and orders it to, abide; but here the 
elements secretly as it were withdrawing themselves, are 
bound in their proper order by a secondary bond. In the 
former case, however, they have no place into wbich they 
cun fly. Hence, it is neither necessary to contain them 
internally, nor by external compression to impel them 
inwardly hut each remains where nature from the first 
intended it should remain. And if any one of them is 
naturally moved, those things to which motion is not 
natuial aie affected by it. The bodies, however, which are 
naturally moved, are moved in a beautiful manner, as being 
parts of the whole; but certain things are corrupted, in 
consequence of not being able to sustain the order of the 
whole. Just as if in a great dance, which is conducted in 
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a becoming manner, a tortoise being cangbt in the middle 
of the progression, should be trod upon, not being able to 
escape the order of the dance ; though if the tortoise had 
arranged itself with the dance, it would not hare suffered 
from those that composed it. 

To inquire, how^ever, why the world was made, is the 
same thing as to ash why soul is ; and why the demiurgns 
made it? For this indeed, in the first place, is the inquiry 
of those who suppose there is a beginning of perpetuity. 
In the next place, they fancy that the demiurgns became 
the cause of the fabrication of the world, through being 
changed from one thing to another. Hence, they are to 
-be taught, if they are equitably disposed, what the nature 
of these things is, that they may cease to revile what is 
honourable, which they will easily do, if they become pro- 
perly cautious respecting such like particulars. For no 
one can rightly blame the administration of the universe, 
since in the first place it demonstrates the magnitude of an 
intelligible nature. For if it proceeds into life in such a 
way, as not to have an indistinct and confused life, such as 
the smallest natures in it possess, which are perpetually 
generated night and day through the abundant life it con- 
tains ; hut is continued, clear and abundant, and is every 
where a life exhibiting an inestimable wisdom, how is it 
possible not to assert that it is a perspicuous and beautiful 
statue of tbe intelligible Gods ? But if though it imitates 
the intelligible paradigm it is not the same with it, this is 
conformable to nature ; since if it were the same with, it 
would no longer imitate it. The assertion, however, is 
false, that it imitates this paradigm in a dissimilar manner. 
For nothing "is omitted, which a beautiful and natural 
image can possibly possess ; since it was indeed necessary 
that this imitation should exist, but yet that it should not 
be an imitation resulting from the discursive energy of 
reason, and an artificial care. For it was not possible that 
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the intelligible should be the last of things; since it was 
necessarj that the energy of it should be twofold, one in- 
deed abi€ling in itself, but the other proceeding into some- 
thing else. Hence it was necessary that there should 
be something posterior to it. For that alone which is 
the most powerless of all things, has nothing of itself 
which proceeds downwards. But an admirable power 
flourishes in intelligibles, so that this power perpetually “ 
fabricates. 

If, however, there is another [sensible] world better 
than this, what is it ? Exit if it is necessary that this 
woiid should exist, and there is no other, it is this world 
which preserves the imitation of the intelligible universe. 
Eor the whole earth indeed, is full of various animals, 
and of immortal beings ; and all things are replete with 
these, as far as to the heavens. And with respect to the 
stars, both those which are in the inferior spheres, and those 
which are in the highest orb, w^hat reason can be assigned 
why they are not Grods, since they are moved in order, and 
revolve with such beautiful bodies ? Why should they not 
possess virtue, or what can hinder them from obtaining it ? 
For those things have no place there, which are the causes 
of eviiS here; nor is that evil of body there, which here is 
distuibed and disturbs. What, likewise, prevents celestial 
natures from possessing intellectual energy, since they are 
always at leisure, and fx»om receiving in their intellect 
dmnity, and the other intelligible Gods. But to assert 
that our wisdom is more excellent than theirs, will be said 
by no one who is not insane ; since if souls have descended 
hither, through being compelled by the soul of the worid, 
how since they suffer compulsion are they better than that 
soul ? For in souls, that which has dominion is more 

^ ^ It appears from the version of Fieinns, that da is here waiitinL^ 
m the original. And indeed, the sense requires it should be 
inserted. - 
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excellent. And if sonls descended hither voluntarily, why 
do you blame this sensible region, into which you willingly 
came ? Especially since you may be liberated from it, if it 
is not agreeable to you to stay. If, however, this universe 
is a place of such a kind, that it is possible to obtain 
wisdom in it, and while dwelling here to live according to 
a similitude of intelligibles, does not this testify that 
sensible are suspended from intelligible forms ? 

IX. If, however, some one should blame wealth and 
poverty, and the inequality in the dispensation of every 
thing of this kind, in the first place, such a one is ignorant 
that the worthy man does not seek for equality in such 
like particulars ; nor is of opinion that those who possess 
many things, have more [of good;] nor that rulers are 
better than private individuals, but suffers others to make 
such things as these the objects of their pursuit. He also 
knows that the present life is twofold, the one being that 
of w^orthy men, but the other that of the multitude. And 
that the life of worthy men tends to the summit, and that 
which is on high ; but that the life which is merely human 
is again twofold, the one kind being mindful of virtue, and 
participating of a certain good, but the other pertaining to 
the vile rabble and to artificers, who administer to the 
necessities of more worthy men. But if one man slays 
another, or is vanquished by pleasure, through imbecility 
of mind, what is there wonderful in this, since the guilt is 
not in intellect, but in souls that are of a puerile nature ? 
And if this should happen to be an exercise of the victors 
and the vanquished, how is it possible that this also should 
not subsist rig^itly ? But if you should be injured, what 
dreadful thing is there in this to an immortal nature? 
And if you kill another [instead of being killed yourself,] 
you have what you wish. If, however, you stiik blame 
the administration of things, there is no necessity for you 
to continue any longer in life. But it is acknowledged 
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that there are judicial clecisious here, and punishments. 
How, therefore, is it right to blame a city for distributing 
to every one according to his desert, since virtue is 
honoured in it, and vice has its appropriate disgrace? 
There are, likewise, in the world, not only statues of the 
Gods, but the Gods themselves, beholding from on hio-h, 
who easily, as it is said, escape the accusations of men, 
since they conduct ail things in order from the beginning 
to the end, and distribute an appropriate allotment to 
every one, conformable to the mutations of lives, and to 
actions in a pre-existent state ; of which he who is igno- 
rant, is of all men the most rash and rustic in divine con- 
cerns. It is requisite, however, that you should endeavour 
to become a most excellent character, and not think that 
you alone are able to become so ; for thus you will not vet 
be most excellent. But you ought to be persuaded that 
there are other transcendently good men, and also good 
dsemons ; and much more, Gods, who dwell in this world, 
and look to that which is intelligible ; and especially that 
there is that most blessed soul the leader and r.uler of this 
universe. Ftotti hence also, it is propeT that you should cele- 
hrate the intelligible Gods; and besides all these, the great 
hing which is there, and should demonstrate that the magni- 
tude of his nature especially consists in the multitude of 
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to nature. But if you wish to despise superior beings, and 
arrogantly extol yourself as not inferior to them, in the 
first place [it should be remembered,] that by how much 
more excellent any one is, by so much the more is he bene- 
Yolently disposed towards all other beings, and towards 
niankind. And in the next place, it is proper to have a 
moderate conception of our own dignity, and unaccom- 
panied with any rusticity ; exalting ourselves only so far 
as our nature is able to ascend ; conceiving that there is 
also a place with divinity for others, as well as for our- 
selves, and not, as if flying in a dream, arrange ourselves 
alone immediately after the highest God ; and thns deprive 
ourselves of that power by which it is possible for the soul 
of man to become a God. But this is possible so far as 
intellect is the leader of the soul. To attempt, however, 
to pass beyond intellect, is to fall from intellect. But 
stupid men are persuaded when they suddenly hear such 
somids as these: Yoti a^re better , not only than all other 
men, hut also than the Godsd^ For there is much arrogance 
among men [of the present time]. And he who prior to this 
ivas humble and modest, and a man of no consequence, 
becomes exalted beyond measure when he is told, “ You are 
the son of God, hut other men whom you formerly admired, 
are not the sons of God; as neither are those beings which 
men honour conformably to the rites of their ancestors. It 
may he shown, hotuever, without any labour, that you are 
more excellent than the heavens themselves,'' ^ Others, also, 

- Of this most stupid and arrogant opinion was the slashin^:^ 
Dr. Bentley, as Pope calls him, as is evident from the following 
"extract ^ 

“ N'or do we count it any absurdity, that such a vast and 
„ immense universe should be made for the sole use of such mean 

' and unworthy creatures as the children of men. For if we con- 

sider the dignity of an intelligent being, and put that in the 
scales against bruts inanimate matter, we may affirm, without 
over-valuing human nature, that the soul of one virtuous and reli- 
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' .vociferate the same things. Just as if some one in the 

j I company of many persons wlio knew not liow to numerate, 

1 1 skoulcl hear it said that he was a thousand cubits in height. 

1 1 If, therefore, he should think himself so _tall as this, but 

^ i should hear that otlier men were five cubits in height, he 

v.-ould only haye a confused imagination that a thousand 
was a great number. 

Farther stffl, they acknowledge that the providence ot 
<3-od is attentive to human concerns. Why, therefore, does 
he neglect the whole world, of which we are a part ? If it 
is: because he is not at leisure to look to it, neither there- 
fore is it lawful for him to survey that which is inferioi 
and us. Why also, while he surveys us, does he not 
behold that which is external ; and thus look to the world 
in which we are contained ? But if he does not look to 
that which is external,, in order that he may not see the 
world, neither wiU he behold us. Divinity, however, 
knows the order of the world, and the manner in which 
men who are contained in it subsist. Those, also, who are 
dear to divinity, bear mildly whatever happens fo them 
from the world, if any thing necessarily befalls them from 
the motion of all things. For it is not proper to look to 
what is pleasing to an individual, but we should direct our 
attention to the universe, and honour every one according 
to his desert; hastening to that goal to which all things 
that are able hasten, and by the attainment of which they 
become blessed; some things as far as they have ability 
obtaining an allotment adapted to their nature. Nor 
should any man ascribe this ability to himself alone. For 
it does not follow that a man possesses wh^t he pretends 
to possess ; since many assert they possess that of which 
they know they are destitute, and also fancy they have a 

oiou-s man, is of greater worth and excellency than the stin and 
his planets, and aU the stars in the world.” See Bentley’s 8th 
iSermon at Boyle's Lectures. 





AGAINST THE GNOSTICS 


tiling ^lien tliev liave it not, and that they alone are 
possessors of that which they alone do not possess 

X. He, therefore, who investigates many other par 
ticulars, or rather every particular respecting their opinions, 
will he able to show copiously what the nature of them is. 
We, indeed, are ashamed of certain of our friends,^ who 
before they were intimate with us were conversant mth 
these opinions, and who still, I know not how, persevere 
in them, and endeavour to render them credible. We, 
however, speak to those with whom we are acquainted, 
and not to the many who are auditors of these men. For 
we shall effect nothing by endeavouring to persuade them 
not to be disturbed by the arguments of the Gnostics, 
which are not accompanied with demonstrations ; (for how 
is it possible they should ?) but are the assertions of 
arrogant men. For there is another mode of properly 
•confuting those who dare to reprehend the doctrines of 
ancient and divine men, and a mode which adheres to the 
truth. We shall, therefore, dismiss the enquiry how they 
are to be persuaded. For those who accurately under- 
stand what has now been said, will know what the nature 
is of every other particular. We shall dismiss, however, 
the consideration of that assertion which surpasses every 
thing in absurdity, if it is requisite to call it an absurdity, 
viz. that soul and a certain wisdom verged downward, 
whether soul was the first that began to verge, or wisdom 
was the cause of this tendency to an inferior condition, or 
both had the same intention. They add, that other souls 
and the members of wisdom descended at the same time, 
and entered bodies, such for instance as those of men. 
Thev say, however, that the soul for the sake of which 
other souls descended, did not descend, as if it did not 
verge downward, but that it only illuminated the dark- 

^ Plotinus', I suppose, alludes here to Origen the Christian fatheiv 
among others, who had formerly been one of his disciples. 
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I ness ; and tliat afterwards an image was from tlienee pro- 

f diiced in matter. Again, also, after this fashioning an 

image of an image, thej assert that it pervades through 
matter or materialitj, or whatever else they may please to 
call it; for they call this by one name, and that by 
another, devising many appellations for the pmrpose of 
rendering what they say obscure. And thus they generate 
what is denominated by them the demiurgus. Making 
the world, likewise, to revolt from the mother, they say 
that it proceeds from the demiurgus as far as to the last 
of. images.^ 

XL In the first place, therefore, if this soul did not 
descend, but illuminated the darkness, how can it be 
rightly said to have verged downward? For it is not 
proper to say that it now verged, because something flowed 
from it such as light; unless one thing belonging to it 
was situated in the region beneath, but another proceeded 
locally to this region, and becoming near to it, illuminated 
it. But if this soul illuminated, abiding in itself, and not 
at all operating for this purpose, why did this soul alone 
illuminate, and not those natures also which are mote 
powerful than it in the order of beings? If, however, 
they say that this soul, in consequence of forniing a 
rational conception of the world, illuminated it from the 
discursive energy of reason, why did it not at one and the 
.same time illuminate and make the world, but instead of 
this waited for the generation of images? In the next 
place, this rational conception of the world, which is called 
by them a foreign land, and which was produced as they 
jsay by greater causes, did not occasion makers of it to 

^ After this in the original, the words ti-a (rtpodfa XoiSopijmiTai o 
rovro ypdipag follow, Le. “in order that he who writes this may be 
more vehemently reprehended.” But as I do not see what con- 
nection they have with the wmrds immediately preceding them, I 
have not inserted them in the translation. 
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verge downward. Besides, liow did it happen that matter 
being illuininated, made psychical images, but not the 
nature of bodies ? For the image of soul, would not be 

, ^ at all in want of darkness or matter ; but that which was 
generated -would when generated follow its maker, and be 
suspended from him. Again, whether is this illumination 
from a reasoning process, essence, or as they say, a concep- 
tion ? For if it is essence, what is the difference between 
it, and that from which it proceeds ? But if it is another 
species of soul, and this rational, perhaps it is vegetable 
and generative. If, however, this be the case, how will it 
any longer be true that it made the world in order that it 
might be honoured for so doing ; and how did it make it 
through arrogance and audacity, and in short, through 
imagination ? And still more absurd is it, that it should 
have made the world through a reasoning process. Why, 
also, was it requisite, that the fabricator of the world 
should have made it from matter and an image ? But if 
this illumination is a conception, in the first place it must 
be shown whence the name derives its origin V and in the 
next place how it produces, unless it imparts to the con- 
ception a fabricative power. But how can there be produc- 
tion with a fiction ? They will say, that this thing is first, 
and another is posterior to it. This‘S however, is asserted 
without any authority. Why, also, was fire the first thing 
produced [and afterwards other things] ? 

XII. Alter what manner, likewise, did this image when 
just produced attempt to fabricate ? Was it through a 
recollection of what it previously knew ? But in short it 
had not then ^n existence, neither itself, nor the mother 
which they assign to it, in order that it might know this. 

I In the next place, is it not wonderful, since they came into 
this world, not as images of souls, but as true souls, that 

4 scarcely one or two of them being raised from the world, 
and recovering their recollection, have been able to remem- 

It . 


66 


SELECT WOHKS OP PLOTINUS, 


ber soiiietbing of wlaat they formerly saw ; and yet tins 
image, as soon as it was generated, formed a conception, 
tbougli as they say, obscurely, of supernal natures F Or 
that this should have been the case with the mother of it, 
who is a material image ; and that it should not only have 
formed a conception of these natures, and of both this and 
the intelligible world, but should also have learned what 
the things are from which the sensible universe was gene- 
rated? Whence did it conceive that fire should first be 
produced, and think that this was necessary ? For w'liy 
did it not conceive this of something else ? But if it was 
able to produce fire from the conception of it, why did it 
not produce the world from a conception of the world? 
For it is in a similar manner requisite, that tlie production 
of the world should be simultaneous with the conception 
of it. For both fire and the world were comprehended in 
the conception of them ; since this image fabricated 
entirely in a more physical ■way, and not like the arts. 
For the arts are posterior both to nature and the W'orld. 
And even now, in the individuals which are generated by 
natures, fire is not first produced, afterwards each par- 
ticular, and in the next place the mixture of these, hut the 
enclosure and circumscription of the whole animal, im- 
pressed in the menstrual effluxions., Why, therefore, might 
not matter he there circumscribed in the impression of the 
world, in which impression, earth and fire and the rest of 
things were comprehended ? But perhaps they would 
thus" have made the world, in consequence of employing a 
more true soul. The artificer of the world, however, knew 
not how to make it in this manner, though he foresaw the 
definite magnitude of the heavens, the obliquity of the 
zodiac, the motion of the bodies under it, and [the central 
position of] the earth ; and all this in such a way as to 
possess the causes through which they thus subsist ; 
though such foreknowledge could not belong to an image, 
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but entirely proceeded from a po-wer derived from tbe best 
of tilings, and wbieli they also tliongh -unwillingly ackno-^v- 
lodge. For tbe illuiiiination diffused tbrougb tbe dark- 
ness, compels tbein'to assent to tbe "true, causes of tbe 
world. For wily was it requisite to illuminate, if it was 
not entirely, necessary? For this necessity was either 
according to , nature, or preternatural. And if, indeed, it was 
according to nature, tliis illuniiiiation .-always existed; but 
if it was preternatural, then among supernal beings that 
wliicb is irregular bad a subsistence, and evils existed 
prior to this world. ■ Hence, tliis world is. not tbe . cause of 
evil, but ' supernal ' beings are tbe causes of evils to tbe 
world. And evil to tbe soul is not from tlie universe, but 
tlie evils that are bere are derived from soul. And thus 
by a reasoning process we are led to refer tbe world to tbe 
first of tilings. But if matter also is tbe cause of evil, 
whence does it appear that it is so? For soul verging 
downward, saw, as they say, the darkness, and illuminated 
it. Whence, therefore, did the darkness originate ? For 
if they say that soul verging downward produced it, then 
it will follow that tbe darkness did not exist prior to this 
downward tendency of tbe soul. Hor will the darkness 
itself be tbe cause of this tendency, but the nature of soul. 
This, however, is the same thing as to attribute the cause 
to precedaneous necessities. So that tbe cause is from tbe 
first of beings. 

XIII. He therefore who blames tbe nature of tbe world, 
does not know what be does, nor whither this audacity of 
Ms tends. This, boivever, arises from the Grnostics not 
knowing tbe successive order of things, viz. of first, second, 
and third natures, this order always extending itself as far 
as to tbe last of things, and from not considering that 
subordinate beings ought not to revile sncb as are first, 
but should mildly yield to tbe nature of all things; and 
that they should betake themselves to tbe first of beings, 
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abandoning tlie tragic fears, wliicli they fancy are pro 
dueed from the spheres of the world, all which are the 
causes of bland effects. For what do they contain of a 
terrible nature, with which those that are nnsldll^ in 
arguments, and such as are strangers to erudite and 
elegant knowledge, are terrified? For though the bodies 
of these spheres are of a fiery ^ eharacteristic, yet it is not 
proper to be afraid of them, since they subsist with corn- 
mensuration both to the universe and to the earth. But 
they ought to look to ® the souls of these spheres, by whom 
they imagine themselves to be considered as beings of a 
very honourable nature, though their bodies transcendently 
surpass ours both in magnitude and beauty, and contribute 
to and co-operate with natural effects. For otherwise sub- 
ordinate; beings would, not be generated, as long as the 
first of things subsist. These spheres also give completion 
to the universe, of which they are likewise mighty parts. 
If men, however, possess something honourable beyond 
other animals, much more do the starry spheres, which 
do not exist in the universe for tyrannical purposes, but 
impart to it ornament and order. Biit with respect to 
those things which are said to be effected by them, these 
are to be considered as signs of future events ; and that 
things which are generated are produced accompanied with 
different fortunes. For it is not possible that the same 
things should happen to each individual, since they are 
much distant from each other, in the times of their genera- 
tion, the places in which they reside, and in the dispositions 
of the soul. ISTor again, is it fit to require that all things 

^ The fire of which the heavenly bodies consists is iinburiiing and 
innoxious, perpetually shining, as Proclus says in the ‘‘ Timseus,” 
with vivific heat, illuminative power, purity, and transparent 
light. 

“ For d dh rag tj/vxag here, it is necessary to read sic oi nig 
’4^vxar, 
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should be [perfectly] good, nor, because this is impossible, 
rashly to blame [the order of the Tiniverse].^ Nor is it 
proper to think that these inferior differ in no respect from 
superior natures, or to conceive that to be evil which is 
more defective with respect to the possession of wisdom, 
and is less good, and thus always considering a thing to 
be evil in proportion as it is more inconsiderable. Just as 
if some one should say that nature is evil, because it is 
not sense. And that which is sensitive is evil, because it 
is not reason. For those who thus think must be com- 
pelled to assert that evil also subsists in the intelligible 
world. For there, likewise, soul is inferior to intellect, 
and intellect to something else [or the 

XIY, After another manner, also, they especially make 
supernal natures not to be incorruptible. For when they 
write incantations, and utter them as to the stars, not only 
to [the bodies' and] souls of these, but also to things 
superior to soul, what do they effect? They answer, 
charms, allurements, and persuasions, so that the stars 
hear the words addressed to them, and are drawn down ; 
if any one of us knows how in a more artificial manner to 
utter these incantations, sounds, aspirations of the voice, 
and hissings, and such other particulars as in their writings 
are said to possess a magical power. If, however, they are 
not willing to assert this, but that sounds possess certain 
incorporeal powers, it will follow that while they wish to 
render their assertions more venerable, they ignorantly 
sub%wt their renown. They likewise pretend that they 
can expel disease. And if, indeed, they say that they 

^ The words ra^iv tov Travrug are omitted in the oidginal ; 
but both the sense, and the version of Ficinus, require they should 
be inserted. 

^ Instead of ou ftwov Trpdg rijv ^vx^v in the original, from the 
version of Ficinus, it is necessary to read, oh p.6voi> irpog rd mfxara 
dXXd mi rr/p 
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effect tbis by temperance and an ordeiij mode of life, tliej 
speak rightly, and conformably to philosophers. But now 
when they assert that diseases are daemons, and that they 
are able to expel these by words, and proclaim that they 
possess this ability, they may appear to the ninititiide to 
be more venerable, who admire the powers of magicians ; 
but they will not persuade intelligent men that diseases 
have not their causes either from , labours, or satiety, or 
indigence, or putrefaction, and in short from niiitation® 
which either haye an external or internal origin. This, 
liowever, is manifest from the cure of diseases. For 
disease is deduced doyrnward, so as to pass away exter- 
nally, either through a flux of the belly, or the operation 
of medicine. Disease, also, is cured iiy letting of blood, 
and fasting. Perhaps, however, [they vdll say] that the 
dsemon is then hungry, and the medicine causes Mm to 
waste away ; but that sometimes health is suddenly ob- 
tained, through the dsemon departing, or remaining within 
the body. But if this is etected while the d^mon still 
remains within, why, while he is within, is the person no 
longer diseased ? And if he departs, what’ is the cause of 
his departure? For what did he sufe? Is it because 
he was nourished by the disease ? The disease, therefore, 
was something diferent from the daemon. In the next 
place, if the dsemon enters without any cause, why is not 
the body always diseased? But if he enters when the 
cause of the disease is present, why is the daemon necessary 
in order to the body becoming diseased? For the cause is 
sufficient to produce the fever. At- the same time, how- 
ever, it is ridiculous, that as soon as the cause of the 
disease exists, the daemon should immediatMy be present, 
as if subsisting in conjunction with the cause. The 
manner, however, in which these things are asserted by 
the Gnostics, and on what . account is evident ; since for 
the sake of this, no less than of other things, we have 
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mentioifecl tliese daemons. Otlier particulars, liowever, we 
sliall leave to tiie consideration of tlie reader. - A^id this 
must every icliere he consideredy that he who pursues our form 
of philosophy, will, besides all other goods, genuinely exhibit 
simple and venerahle manners, in conjunction with the pos- 
sesskm of wisdom, and ‘will not endeavour to become insolent 
and proud hut will possess confidence accompanied iviih 
reason, much security and^ caution, and great circumspection} 

XY. Wliat tliese assertions, however, effect in the souls 
of those that hear them, persuading them to despise the 
worlch and the things that are in it, ought not by any means 
to be concealed from us. For there are two sects of philo- 
sophers with respect to the attainment of the end of life, 
one of which places the pleasure of the body as the end ; 
but the other chooses the beautiful and virtue, the desire 
of which is derived and suspended from G-od, The manner, 
however, in which this is accomplished, must be elsewhere 
discussed. And Epicurus, indeed, taking away providence, 
exhorts us to pursue pleasure and delight, as the only 
things which then remain. But the doctrine of the 
G-nostics, as still more juvenile than this, blames the 
domination of providence, and providence itself, despises 
all human laws, and virtue which has existed in eveiy 
age, and considers temperance as ridiculous, in order that 
nothing beautiful and good may be seen to subsist among 
men. Together with temperance also it subverts justice 
which is connaseent with it in manners, and which derives 
its perfection from reason and exercise ; and in short, it 
subverts every thing by which a man may become a worthy 
character. Hence, nothing else is left for them to pursue but 
pleasure, and their own concerns and utility, and not that 
'which is common to other men j unless some one among 

^ There are four lines more in this section in the original,* but 
the meaning of them is so very obscure, that I have not attempted 
to translate them. 



72 SELECT WORKS OF PLOTINCTS. 

them Iiappeas ■ to ■ be' superior to ■ ■ tliese . assertions. ■ ■ Eor ■ 
none of the aboTe-mentioned particulars are considered as 
beautiful bj them, but something else whateTer it may be 
which they pursue ; though they ought to endeavour to 
correct those with whom they are well acquainted, applying 
themselves from a divine nature to human concerns. For 
it is the province of this nature which despises the pleasure 
of the body, to know what is beautiful and good. But 
those who are destitute of virtue, are not at all excited to 
supernal natures. This is tc sfcified by their never saying 
any thing about virtue, and by their entirely omitting the 
discussion of things pertaining to it. Nor do they say 
ivliat virtue is, or how many virtues there are, or direct their 
attention to the numerous and beautiful assertions which may 
he surveyed in the writings of the ancients, or to the means 
of acquiring and possessing virtue, and of cidtivating and 
^nirifying the soul. • For it is to no purpose to say, looh to 
God, unless you also teach how we are to looh to him. For 
what hinders, some one may say, hut that a man may looh to 
God tvho does not abstain from any one pleasure, and who 
suffers Ms anger to he ivithout any restraint; such a one 
recollecting indeed the name of God, hut being held in 
bondage by all the passions, and not at all endeavouring to 
expel them ? Virtue, therefore, indeed proceeding to the end 
[i.e. to its perfection,'] and being ingenerated in the soul in 
conjunction with wisdom, will present God to the view. JBut 
to speah of God without true virhie, is to utter nothing hut a 
name. 

XVI. Again, to despise the world, and the Gods, and other 
beautiful natures that are contained in it, is not to become a 
good man. For, every bad man will in the first place despise 
the Gods ; and no one is completely bad till he does despise 
them. Hence, if he is not bad in every thing else, from this 
very thing he will become so. For the honour which the 
Gnostics say is paid by them to the intelligible Gods, is 
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utterly incongruoiiB, For he who loves any things is deligliied 
with every thing which is allied to the object of his love. For 
you also love the children of the father whom you love, Fut 
every soul is the daughter of the father of the universe. And 
the souls in the mundane sj)heres, are intellectual^ and goodf 
and are united to intelligible essences much more than ours, 
For lio w could tbis world be separated from tbe intelligiblo 
world ; or tbe Gods in it, from tbe intelligible Gods ? But 
these tilings bave been discussed by us before. Now, how- 
ever, we must say, that those who despise things allied to 
the intelligible Gods, bave no knowledge of those Gods, 
excepst what is merely verbal. For bow can it be pious to 
assert as they do, that providence does not extend to terrene 
affairs, and to every thing whatever it may be ? How also 
is this consonant to their own doctrine ? For they say that 
divinity providentially attends to them alone. Whether, 
therefore, did he pay attention to them while they were 
with supernal natures, or does he also attend to them 
during their existence here ? For if the former, how came 
they to descend ? But if the latter, how is it that they are 
still upon the earth ? How, likewise, does it happen that 
divinity is not present in the earth? For whence does lie 
know that they are here, and that being here and revolting 
from him, they have become evil ? But if he has a know- 
ledge of souls that have not become evil, he will also know 
those that have, in order that he may be able to distinguish 
the former from the latter. He will, therefore, be present 
to all things, and will be in this world, whatever the mode 
may be of his subsistence in it. So that the w^orld will 
participate of him. But if he is absent from the world, he 
will also be absent from you ; and you will not have any 
thing to say either about him, or the natures posterior to 
him. But whether a certain providence proceeds from 
divinity to you, or whatever you may think fit to assert 
respecting it, the world certainly derives its subsistence 
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Ivvin tlience, and is not, nor ever vriii be, deserted by liiiii. 
For tlie providence of divinity is in a inucli greater degree 
extended to wlioles than to parts ; and the former of these 
participate of him more abundantly than the latter. l.nd 
much more does he providentially attend to the soul of the 
world. This is evident from the existence of the -world, 
and from the wisdom of the mode in which it exists. For 
who among those that are stujpidly pro2id, is so orderlf and 
wise as the universe ? Indeed, to compare the one with the 
other is ridicnions, and is attended with great absurdity. 
Hence, when the comparison is made for any other purpose 
than that of argument, it is attended with impiety. FTpr is 
it the province of a wise man to investigate things of this 
kind [as if he was dubious about them], but of one who is 
mentally Hind, who is entirely destitute both of sefise and 
intellect, and who being very remote from a hnowledge of the 
mtelligihle ivorld does noi looh to the sensible universe. For 
what musician is there, who on perceiving the harmony 
in the intelligible world, is not moved when he hears the 
harmony arising from sensible sounds ? Or -vdio that is 
skilled in geometry and numbers, when he beholds through 
his eves that which is commensurate, analogous and orderly 
is not delighted with the view ? For those who view through 
the eyes the productions of art, in pictures, do not behold 
them in the same way as they do the originals of which they 
are the resemblances. But the geometrician and arithme- 
tician, knowing in the sensible object the imitation of that 
which subsists in intellection, they are as it were agitated, 
and brought to the recollection of reality. And from this 
passion also, love is excited. He however, wjio sees beauty 
resplendent in the face, tends thither. But his mind must 
be dull and sluggish in the extreme, and incapable of being 
incited to any thing else, who on seeing all the beantiful 
objects- in the sensible world, all this symmetry and great 
arrangement of things, and the form apparent in the stars 
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though so remote, is not from tMs Tiew mentally agitated, 
and does not venerate tliem as admirable productions of 
still more admirable causes. For lie "wlio is not tliiis 
affected, will neitlier direct liis attention to the one, nor 
have a knowledge of the other. . 

XYII. If also, they are induced to hate the nature of 
body, because they have heard that Plato greatly blames it 
as being an impediment to the soul, and says, tliaJu the 
whole of a corporea.1 nature is inferior to the soul, yet 
separating this by the discursive energy of reason, it 
is rei^iiisite to survey what , remains, viz. the intelligible 
sphere, comprehending in itself, the' form of the world, 
souls in an orderly series without bodies, imparting magni- 
tude according to the inteliigible, and producing it into 
interval ; so that the magnitude of that which is generated, 
may as much as possible be adequate to the impartibility 
of the paradigm. For that which is there great in power, 
is here great in bulk. And whether they wish to under- 
stand this sphere as circularly moved by a divine power, 
which contains the beginning, middle, and end of the 
whole sphere, or whether they consider it as stable, and not 
yet governing any thing else, they will thus he led to form 
a proper conception of the soul which governs this universe. 
They ought likemse to connect body with this soul in such 
a manner that soul may not be at all passive, but may im- 
part something to the body, which it is able to receive, 
because it is not lawful there should be envy in the Gods. 
They should likewise ascribe such a power , to the soul 
of the world, as is able to render the nature of body which 
IS not of itselE beautiful, a participant of beauty as far as 
it is capable of being adorned 5 which beauty also excites 
divine souls. Unless, indeed, the Gnostics should say that 
their souls are not excited by beauty, and that they do not 
in a different manner survey deformed and , beautiful 
bodies. If, however, this be the case, neither are they 
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alfected bj base and beautiful studies, nor 
bv beautiful disciplines and the contraries to these. 
Hence neither do they perceive the transcendency of 
the contemplative energy, nor of God himself. For 
on account of first natures the above-mentioned parti- 
culars subsist, if, therefore, the latter are not beau- 
tiful, neither are the former. Hence, the latter are beau- 
tiful after the former. When, however, they say that 
they despise the beauty which is here, they would do well 
to despise the beauty in boys and women, so as not to be 
vancfuished by lust. But it is requisite to know that they 
ought not to boast, if they despise what is base, but if they 
despise what they before had acknowledged to be beautiful, 
and by which they were in a certain respect alfected. In 
the next place it must be observed, that there is not 
the same beauty in a part and the whole, in all individuals 
and the universe. And in the third place, that there is so 
great a beauty even in sensibles, and partial natures such as 
dsemons, as to cause us to admire the maker of these, and 
to believe that they are derived from him. Hence, when 
we are not detained by these lower beauties, but proceed 
from these without reviling them to supernal natures, 
we then proclaim that the beauty of the latter is immense. 
And if, indeed, we are inwardly as well as outwardly 
beautiful, we must say that the one accords with the other. 
But if we are internally bad, \ve ought then to acknowledge 
that we suffer a diminution in things of a more excellent 
nature. Nothing, however, that is truly beautiful exter- 
nally, is internally deformed. For every thing which is 
externally beautiful, is so in consequence of tfie domination 
of inward beauty. But those who are said to be beautiful, 
and are at the sarde time internally deformed, have a false 
external beauty. And if some one should say that he has 
seen those who are outwardly truly beautiful, but are 
inwardly base, I am of opinion that he has not seen such 
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persons, but lias mistaken others for them ; or if he 
has seen them, their inward deformity has been adventi- 
tious to them, they being naturally beantifuL For there 
are many impediments here which prevent onr arriving 
at the end. But what is there to prevent the tiniverse ,; 
vrliieli is externally beautiful f 1*0111 being so internally? 
Moreover, those to whom nature has not given perfection 
from the beginning, are perhaps incapable of arriving 
at the end; so that it is possible for them to become 
depraved. The universe, however, was never once a child 
so as to be imperfect ; nor does it acquire any thing new 
by proceeding, and which is added to its body. For whence 
c*oiild it acquire this ? Since it already possessed all things. 
l!^or can any addition to the soul of it be devised. But 
even if some one should grant the Glnostics that there can, 
yet nothing e%dl can be added to it. 

XYIII. Perhaps, however, they will say that they by 
their arguments cause those who believe in them, to dy 
far from, and hate the body, but that our doctrines detain 
the soul in body. But this is just as if two persons dwell- 
ing in the same house, one of them should blame the furni- 
ture and the builder of it, and yet nevertheless stay in it ; 
but the other should not blame either of these, but assert 
that the builder of it had constructed it in a most artificial 
manner, and should wait for the time as long as he dwells 
in it, in which he may be liberated, and may no longer be 
ill want of a house. The former of these, however, is 
thought to be the wiser of the two, and more prepared to 
depart, because he knows that the house is composed of 
inanimate stones and wood, and is very far from being a 
true edifice, tliough he is ignorant of the great difitereiice 
between bearing [properly], and not bearing things of a 
necessary nature ; since he would not be indignant if he 


^ TL viov is omitted in the original. 
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'•.ras iiiotierately pleased witli tlie beauty of tlie stones. It 
is necessary, bowever, that tliose who liaTe a body should 
remain in the habitations which are fabricated by a sister 
beneficent soul, and who possesses an abundant power of 
fabricating without labour. ■ Indeed the Gnostics. fMnIc 
fit to call the vilest mien th^ hut ' refuse thus to 

denominate the snUy and the other stars ; and wUh an insane 
mouth se^parate the soul of the ivorld from an alliance with 
ours. While, therefore, we are bad, it is not indeed lawful to 
conjoin us with supernal natures ; but then only this can 
take place, when we become worthy, since we are not 
bodies, but souls resident in bodies, and capable of dwell- 
ing in them in such a manner, as to approximate very 
nearly to the mode in which the soul of the universe in- 
habits the whole body of the world. This however, con- 
sists in being free from impulsion, in not yielding to ex- 
ternally-acceding pleasures, or visible objects, and in not 
being disturbed at any severe occurrence. The soul of the 
world, therefore, is not impelled ; for there is not any thing 
by which it can be. And we dyfelling in this region of 
sense, may indeed by virtue repel the percussions of ex- 
ternal objects, so as by magnitude and strength of decision, 
to dimmish some of the percussions, and prevent others 
from taking place. But when we proximately accede to 
thaf which cannot be impelled, then we shall imitate the 
soul of the universe, and the soul of the stars, and becom- 
ing near through similitude, we shall hasten to be one and 
the same with them. Then also those things which were 
the objects of their vision from the first, will be ours, in 
consequence of being well prepared for this [felicitous 
event] both by nature and study. The Gruostics, however, 
will not, by saying that they alone are able to survey 
[divine natures] behold more of them on this account; 
nor because they assert that when they die they shall 
entirely lay aside the body, though this is not permitted to 


the souls that always adorn the heaTens. _ For they say 
this through ignorance of the meaning of being out of the 
body, and of the manner in which the whole soul of the 
universe pavs attention to that which is inanimate. It is 
possible therefore, not to be a lover of body, to become 
pure, to despise death, to have a knowledge of more excel- 
lent natures, and to make them the objects of pursuit ; and 
also not to envy those who are able to pursue them, and 
alwavs do so, as 'if they did not. Nor should we be affected 
in the same manner as those who fancy that the stars do 
not move, because sense announces to them that they 
stand still. For on this account also, the Gnostics fancy, 
that the nature of the stars does not survey the intelligibles 
that are as it were external to them, because they them- 
selves do not see the soul of them externally subsisting. 



ON THE IMPASSIVITY OF INCOKPOREAL 
NATURES. ^ ^ 

HI. vi. 

1. If we should say that the senses are not passions, but 
energies and judgments about the passions, the passions 
indeed subsisting about something else, as for instance 
about a body afected in a certain manner, but judgment 
about the soul ; judgment not being passion, for if it were, 
another judgment would again be necessary, and thus we 
should be obliged to proceed in an infinite ascent ; — if we 
should thus speak, it would nevertheless be here dubious, 
whether judgment itself has nothing in it of the subject of 
its decision, or v/hether if it has an impression of it, it is 
not passively affected. At the same time, however, let us 
speak about these impressions as they are called, and show 
that the mode of their subsistence is entirely different from 
what it is apprehended to be, and is such as that of intel- 
lections, which being energies are able to know without 
passivity. And in short, neither our reason, nor our will 
permits us to subject the soul to such c©n versions and 
changes in quality, as are the calefactions and refrigera- 
tions of bodies. With respect to what is called the passive 
part of the soul, also, it is requisite to see and consider, 
whether we must admit this likewise to be immutable, or 
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grant tliat passivity belongs to this alone^ This however, 
tve shall discuss hereafter. But let us now direct our 
attention to the doubts pertaining to the former particulars. 
For it is dubious how that part of the soul, whatever it 
may be, is immutable, which is prior to the passive part, 
and to sense, since depravity is ingenerated in it, and false 
opinions and ignorance ; and besides these, familiarity and 
alienation, when it is pleased and pained, is angry and 
envious, is emulous and desirous ; and ^in short, which is 
never quiescent, but is moved and changed by every inci- 
dental eirciimstance. If, indeed, the soul is body and has 
magnitude, it is not easy, or rather is wholly impossible to 
show that it is impassive and immutable in any one of the 
particulars, which are said to take place about it. But if 
it is an essence void of magnitude, and it is necessary that 
the incorruptible should be present with it, we should take 
care not to ascribe to it passions of this kind, lest we 
should also ignorantly grant that it is corruptible. 
■Whether, likewise, the essence of it is number or reason, 
as we say it is, liow can passion be ingenerated in number 
or reason P But we ought rather to think that irrational 
reasons, and impassive passions are produced in it. And 
these being transferred to it from bodies, are each of them 
to be oppositely assumed, and according to analogy, so that 
tl3d soul [after a manner] possessing these, does not [really] 
possess them, and being passive to them does not suffer. And 
it must be considered what the mode is of such like affections. 

II. In the first place however, it is requisite to speak of 
virtue and vice, and to show what then takes place when vice 
is said to be present with the soul. For we say it is necessary 
to take awa.y scTmething, as if a certain evil was in the soul, 
and that virtue should be inserted in it, and it should be 
adorned and made beau tif ul , instead of being, as it was before, 
base and deformed. If therefore we should say that virtue is 
harmony, but vice dissonance, shall we adduce an opinion 
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conformable to that of the ancients f For tMs assertion I 
in no small degree promote tlie object of our invest!- } 
gation. For if, indeed, virtue consists in the parts of the 
soul being naturally concordant -with each other, but vice, 
in tlieir not being concordant, nothing adventitious or ex 
traneous will take place ; but each part will proceed such 
as it is, into an appropriate order, and being such will not 
enter into dissonance, like dancers who in daucing do not 
accord with each Qther ; either one of them singing, when 
the rest do not sing, or each singing by himself. For it is 
not only necessary that they should sing together, but that 
each should sing well with an appropriate music, as far as 
pertains to his own part of the performance ; so that then 
also in the soul there is harmony, when each part performs 
that which is adapted to it. It is requisite, iiowever, prior 
to the harmony, that there should be another virtue of 
each of the parts, and another vice of each prior to their 
dissonance with respect to each other. What is it there- 
fore, from which being present, each part is evil ? Is it 
from vice being present ? And again, is each part good 
through the presence of virtue ? Perhaps, therefore, some 
one may say that ignorance in the reasoning power is the 
vice of it, this ignorance consisting in the negation of 
knowledge, and not in the presence of a certain thing. 
But when false opinions are inherent, which especially 
produce vice, how is it possible in this case that something- 
should not be ingenerated, and that this part of the soul 
should not thus be changed in quality ? Is not also the 
irascible part a&cted in one way when it is timid, and in 
another when it is brave ? And is not the epithymetic ^ 
part likewise, affected differently when it is intemperate, 
and when it is temperate ? Or may we not say, that when 

^ i.c. The part characterised by desire; the whole soul receiving 
& triple division, into reason, anger, and desire, -which last is a 
tendency to the possession and enjoyment of external good. 


eaoli part possessing virtue, energizes ^ 

essence bj vliicb it is cbaracterized, we then &aj it is 
obedient to reason? And the reasoning part, indeed, is 
obedient to intellect, but the other parts to reason. ^ Ui 
shall we sav that to be obedient to reason is as i weie o 
see that which is obedient not being figured, but seemg, 
and being in energy when it sees ; just as sight both when 
it is in capacity, and when in energy, is the same in essence ; 
but energy is not a change in quality, but at once app les 
itself to that to which it is essentially adapted, and per- 
ceives and knows without passivity. The reasoning power 
also thus subsists with reference to intellect, and thus sees. 
And the power of intellection is this, not becoming inter- 
nally, the impressions as it were of a seal, but it possesses, 
and again does not possess that which it sees. It possesses 
the spectacle indeed, in consequence of knowing it ; mt 
does not possess it, because nothing is impressed in itlrom 
the obiect of vision, like the figure in the wax. It is, how- 
ever, necessary to recollect, that memory is not a certain 
repository of impressions, but a povjer of the soul exciting 
itself in such a way as to possess that which it had not. 

What then, was it not one thing before it thus recollected, 
and another afterwards when it now recollects? [It was] B 
you are willing to call it another, and not to say that it is 
changed in quality ; unless some one should assei-t that a 
urogression from power to energy is a mutation in quality. 
Nothing how'ever is here added, but that is ejected which 
there was a natural aptitude to effect. ^ For in short, the 
energies of immaterial natures are not themselves in ener- 
gizing changed in quality, or they would perish, but they 
much rather energize by remaining permanent. But to 
energize with passivity is the jirovince of things which are 
connected in their energies with matter. K however that 
which is immaterial is passively affected, it will not be 
able any where to abide, as in the sight, vision energizing. 
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it is tiie eje wliich suffers [and not tlie energy of seeing] . 
And. opinions are as it were visions. But how is the 
irascible part timid ? And how also . does it possess forti- 
tude ? Shall we say' it is timid indeed, either because it 
does not look to reason, or because it looks to depraved 
reason ; or that it is so through a defect of instruments, 
such as the want or the weakness of corporeal arms, in 
consequence of which it is either prevented from energizing, 
or is not moved so as to be as it were incited ? But it pos- 
sesses fortitude, if the contrary takes place ; in neither of 
which cases, there is not any change of quality, or passion. 
Again, that part of the soul which desires, when it ener- 
gizes alone, produces what is called intemperance. For 
[sometimes] it perforins all things alone, other things not 
being present, whose province it is in their turn to have 
dominion, and to point out to this part [what it ought to 
do]. In the mean time the power whose province it is to 
see, performs something else, and not all things; but is 
elsewhere at leisure, in consequence of seeing as much as 
possible other things. Perhaps, too, what is called the vice 
of this part, consists very much in a bad habit of the 
body ; but the virtue of it is a contrary habit ; so that no 
addition is in either case made to the soul. 

III. But how is it that familiarities aud alienations, 
pains, anger, and pleasures, desires aud fears, are not 
mutations and passions inherent and exciting ? It is neces- 
sary, therefore, thus to distinguish concerning these. For 
not to acknowledge that changes in quality are ingenerated 
in us, and also vehement sensations of these, is the province 
of one who denies things that are evident. , It is requisite, 
therefore, admitting the subsistence of these, that we 
should investigate what that is which is changed. For by 
asserting that these things take place about the soul, we 
are in danger of falling into the same absurdity as if we 
should admit that the soul is red, or becomes pale, not 
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considering tliat these passions are produced indeed on 
account of the soul, but subsist about another composition 
rthan that of the soul]. And shame, indeed, in the soul, 
arises from an opinion of baseness ; the body (that we may 
■ not err in our conceptions) being as it were contained in 
the soul, and not being the same with that which is inani- 
mate. The animated body, therefore, when it is moved with 
facility, undergoes a change in the blood, from the shame 
which subsists in the soul. And with^ respect to what is 
caUed fear, the principle of it, indeed, is in the soul; bu. 
the paleness produced by it, arises from the blood retreating 
inwm-dly. In pleasure, also, the sensible diffusion of it 
subsists about the body, but that which tabes place about 
the soul is no longer passion. The like also must be 
asserted with respect- to pain. For the principle of desire 
latently subsisting in the soul, that which proceeds from 
thence^is recognized by sense. For when we say that the 
soul is moved in desires, in reasonings, and in opinions, we 
do not say that it produces these in consequence of being 
ao'itated, but that motions are generated from it; since 
also, when we assert that life is motion, we do not conceive 
that it is a change of quality. But the natural energy of 
each part of the soul, is life not departing from itself. In 
short, it will be sufficient if we do not admit that energies, 
lives, and appetites, are mutations in quality ; that recol- 
lections are not types impressed in the soul; and that 
imaginations are not configurations described as it were in 
wax. For every where, in all passions and motions, the’ 
soul must be acknowledged to subsist with invariable 
sameness in it^ subject and essence ; and that virtue and 
vice are not produced in it after the same manner as black 
and white, or heat and cold about the body. But it must 
be admitted that the soul subsists with reference to both 
these, and in short, about all contraries, according to the 
above mentioned mode. 
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IT. Let iis, iloweverj direct our attention to wliat is called 
tlie passiye part of the soul ; thongli we have already after a 
manlier spoken concerning this, when we discussed ail the 
passions ydiich are produced about the irascible and opitlij- 
nietie part, and showed how each of them subsists. hFeyer- 
thcless, it is requisite to discuss it more amply ; in the hrst 
place assuming what that which is passive in the soul- is 
said to be. It is said, therefore, to be that about wdiich 
the passions appear to subsist. But these a, re things to 
which pleasure and pain are consequent. Of the passions, 
however, some origina^te from opinions, as when some one 
being of opinion that he shall die, is terrified, or fancying 
that he shall obtain some good is delighted ; the opinion 
indeed, being in one thing, but the exciting passion in 
another. But other pjassions are such, as, existing involun- 
tarily, produce opinion in that which is naturally adapted 
to opine. And w’e have already observed that opinion 
permits the nature which oj)ines to remain iminovabie. 
Unexpected fear, however, when it accedes, will be found 
to originate from opinion, affording as it were a certain 
perception to the part of the soul which is said to be afraid. 
For what does this being afraid effect ? Perturbation it is 
said, and astonishment from the expectation of evil. It is 
evident, however, that the phantasy is in the soul, both 
the first ^ which we call opinion, and the second which is 
derived from the first, and is no longer opinion [truly so 
called,] but is conversant vrith that vvhich is beneath, being 
as it were obscure opinion, and an unadvised arid rash 


^ The pluiutasy or iiiuigination is the highest of the gnostic 
irrational powers of the soul. But this- in its smnmit is united to 
■apinion, or that gnostic rational power which knows ihat a thing 
is, but does not know ivliy it is ; and in its other exti-eiuity it is 
conjoined with sense. So far, therefore, as it is united to opinion, 
it may he said to he the same with it. See my Introduction to, 
and translation of, Aristotle’s treatise “On the Soul,” 
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imagination, sxich as the energy which is said to be inherent 
in nature, according to which it produces every thing 
without phantasy. But a sensible perturbation from these- 
is produced about the body ; vis. a trembling and concus- 
sion, paleness, and an inability of speaking.. For the ^ 
effects are not in the psychical part ; since ff they weie, wo 
should not say that they are corporeal. For rf they per- 
tained to the soul, that power of it whose province it is to 
transmit these, would no longer perform its office, in con- 
sequence of being detained by passions, and departin 
from it=e1f. This passive part, therefore, of the soul, is 
not indeed body, but a certain form. Nevertheless, it is 
ill matter, as are also the epithymetic, the nutritive, aug- 
mentative, and generative powers, the three ktter of which 
are the root and principle of the epithymetic and passive 
form. It is requisite, however, that no perturbation, oi in 
short passion should be present with any form ; but it is 
necessary that form should remain permanent, and that 
the matter of it should be conversant with passion, when 
passion is produced through the presence of the exciting 
power of fom. For the vegetable power does not itself 
veo'etate when it causes other things to vegetate ; nor is 
increased when it increases other things; nor in shor 
when it moves, is moved according to the motion with 
which it moves, hut is either not moved at all, or has 
another mode of motion or energy. Hence it is necessary 
that the nature itself of form should be energy ; and 
should produce by being present, just as i£ harmony 
should of itself move the chords [of a musical iustrumentj. 
The passive part of the soul, therefore, will he indeed the 
cause of passion, whether the motion is produced by it 
from the sensitive phantasy, or also without the phantasy. 
Tliis, likewise, must ke considered, whether opinion origi- 
Bating supernally, that which is passive in the soul subsists 
alone in the form of the harmony ; hut the motive causes 
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are analogous to tlie musician ; and the things which are 
struck through passion have the relation of chords. For 
in a musical instrument also, harmony does not suffer, hut 
the chord. And the chord is not moved, though the 
musician wishes that it should be, unless harmony com- 
mands it to be moved. 

Y. Why, then, is it requisite to endeavour to render the 
soul impassive by means of philosophy, if from the first it 
is without passivity ? Shall we say, it is because a phan- 
tasm as it were proceeding into it from what is called the 
passive part, the consequent passion produces a perturba- 
tion [in this |)art] and the image of expected evil is con- 
joined with the perturbation ? Eeason, therefore, thinks 
it fit that a passion of this kind should be extirpated, and 
that it should not be suffered to be ingenerated, because 
where it is, the soul is not yet in a good condition. But 
where it is not ingenerated, there the soul is impassive, the 
vision which is the cause of the passion about the soul, 
having no longer an inherent subsistence. Just as if some 
one wishing to expel the visions of sleep, should recal the 
dreaming soul to wakefulness ; or as if he should say that 
external spectacles produce the passions, and should assert 
that these passions belong to the soul. But what will the 
purification of the soul be, if it is in no respect defiled ? 
Or in what will the separation of it from the body consist ? 
May we not say that the purification of it will be, to leave 
it by itself alone, and not suffer it to associate with other 
things [that are hostile to its nature], nor permit it to look 
to any thing external ; nor again, to have foreign opinions, 
whatever the mode is, as we have said, of opinions or 
passions ; nor to behold images, nor fabricate passions 
from them? If, however, it is converted to supernal 
from inferior objects, is not this a purification and separa- 
tion of the soul, which in this case is no longer in body, so 
as to be something belonging to it, but resembles a light 
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not merged in turbid mire, though at the same time that 
itris merged in it is impassive? But the punficatmm 
indeed, of the passive part of the soul, is an exci 
from the vision of absurd images. And the reparation j^f 
it will consist in not verging downwai-d, and m t e ™ » 
nation not being conversant with 

also consist in taking away those things by the e.Wataon 
which this part Hkewise will be separated, when i 
permitted to he in a spirit turbid t 

'should be suffocated in flesh, but when that m which it 
dwells is attenuated, so that it may be quietly canned 

™ VI That the intelligible essence, indeed, the whole of 
which is aranged according to form, is necesanly impassive 
has been already shown. ' Since, however, matter also is 
something incorporeal, though after another mannei [tlia 
the intelligible,] concerning this likewise it must be co - 
sidered after what manner it subsists; whether i is p.^- 
sive as it is said to be, and in all things mutable, or 
wheWer it is necessary to opine that this also is impassive, 
and if it is so, the mode, of its impassivity must be un- 
folded. In the first place, therefore, this must be assumed 
by those who speak concerning the nature of it, and w 
endeavour to show what it is, that the nature, essence, ancL 
existence of being, is not such as the multitude conceive it 
to be. For beiag wMcb may be so denommated in reality, 
is truly being; but this is that which is entirely being ; 
and this again is that which in no respect is deficient in 
existence. But since it is perfectly being, it is not in want 
of any thing in order that it may be preserved and be, but 
to other things which appear to be, it is the cause of^ their 
apparent existence. If, therefore, these things are rightly 
asserted, it is necessary that it should subsist m Me, and 
in a perfect life ; for if it were deficient in this, it would 
not be essence in a more eminent degree. This, however. 
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is intellect and perfect wisdom. lieiice it is botinded and 
■definite, and iiotliing' is there in capacity wliicli does not 
also possess a miglity power ; since otherwise it would be 
‘deficient. Hence, too, it is eternal, invariably the same, 
.and iinreeeptive of any thing. For if it should receive any 
tbing, it would receive something besides itself ; and this 
woufd be non-being. It is necessary, however, that it 
should be perfectly being. Hence it is requisite it should 
accede to existence, possessing all things in itself, and 
being at once all things, and one all, if by these peculiari- 
ties we define being. But it is necessary that we should 
thus define it, or intellect and life would not proceed from 
being, hut these Avould be adventitious to it, though they 
will not emanate from non-being, and being will be de- 
prived of life and intellect. That wliieli is truly non- 
being, therefore, will have these in such a way as it is 
requisite for them to subsist in less excellent natures, and 
in things posterior to being. For that which is prior to 
being, imparts these indeed to it, but is not itself indigent 
of these. Hence, if being is a thing of this hind, it is 
necessary that it should neither be a certain body, nor that 
■which is the subject of bodies, hut that existence to these 
should consist in non-being. 

It may, however, be said, how is it possible the nature 
of bodies and matter should not have a [real] being, in 
which these mountains and rocks exist, the wdiole solid 
•earth, and all resisting substances ? Indeed, things which 
.are struck, confess that their essence subsists by compul- 
sion. If, therefore, some one should say, how is it possible 
that things which neither press, nor are impelled, nor 
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werel from tlie nature of body. I am of opinion, bowever, 
tliat tilings wbicli are more sufficient to themselves, dis- 
turb others in a less degree, and occasion them less pam. 
But things which are more ponderous and terrene, be- 
cause they are in a defective and^ fallen condition, and are 
unable to elevate themselves, strike against others, falling 
on them through imhecility, and oppressing them^ by then 
descending and sluggish weight. For dead bodies cause 
greater molestation ^ when they fall, and strike and ininre 
more vehemently. But animated bodies, as they pai lu 
pate of [real] being, are the more innoxious the more they 
participate of it. Hence motion, which is a certain lite as 
it were in bodies, and an imitation of life, is in a greater 
deoree present with those things that have less of body, as 
if\ defect of being rendered that with which it is 
present, more corporeal. From what are called passionb, 
likewise, it may be seen, that what is in a greater body is 
more passive, earth than other things, and othei things 
according to the same ratio. Foi other things when 
divided, return again into one, when nothing prevents 
them. But when a terrene body is divided, the parts 
always continue separate from each other, as being natu- 
rally averse to reunion, and by a small impulse are di^ 
posed to remain as they are impelled, and be corrupted. 
Hence, that which becomes body in a most eminent degree, 
as having especially arrived at nonentity, is incapable of 
recalling itself into one. Ponderous, therefore, and vehe- 
ment concussions, by which some things act upon others, 
are attended with ruin. But one debile thing falling on 
another, possesses with respect to it the same efficacy and 
power, as ^ nonentity falling on nonentity. ^ And this we 
think a sufficient refutation of their opinion who place 
beings among bodies, and who are induced to do so by the 
^ For aetUoTipa it is necessary to read dnSt^repcu 
3 mg is omitted iu the original. 
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tesfcimonj of impulsions and concussions ; ^and from the 
pliantasms, produced .through sense derive ^their':^helief .of^ 
the truth. Such as these are affected in a manner similar 
to those who are dreaming, and who imagine that what 
they perceive is true, though it is nothing more than a 
dream. For sense is alone the employment of the dor- 
mant soul ; since as much of the soul as is merged in body, 
so nuicili of it sleeps. But true vigilance is a true eleva- 
tion from, and not in conjunction with body. For indeed 
a resurrection with body, is a transmigration from sleep to 
sleep, [and from dream to dream] like a man passing [in 
tlie dark] from bed to bed. But that elevation is entirety 
true, which wholly rises [from the shadowy essence] of 
bodies. For these possessing a nature contrary to soul, 
have also that which is coritraiw to essence. And this also 
is testified by their generation, their flowing and cor- 
ruption; all which are foreign to the nature of real 
being. 

VII. Let us, however, again return in the first place, to 
the subject matter, and afterwards to the things which 
are said to be in matter, from which it will be known 
that matter itself has no [real] existence, and that it is im- 
passive. It is therefore incorporeal, since body is posterior 
to it, and is a composite, and matter in conjunction with 
another thing [ie. with form,] produces body. For thus 
it is allotted the same aj)peliation according to the incorpo- 
real, because both being and matter are different from 
bodies. Since, however, matter is neither soul nor intellect, 
nor life, nor form, nor reason, nor bound; for it is in- 
finite ; nor power ; for what can it effect ; but falls off from 
all these, neither can it rightly receive thd appellation of 
being. But it may deservedly be called non-being. Yet 
it is not non-being in the same manner as motion is, or 
permanency; but it is truly non-being, the image and 
phantasm of bulk, and the desire of subsistence. And it 
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Stands, indeed, but not in that wMch is pennanent, is of 
itself inTisible, and flies from Mm wbo wislies to behold it. 
When, likewise, some one does not see it, then it is pre- 
sent ; but is not perceived by Mm who strives intently to 
behold it. Add too, that contraries are always apparent 
in it ; the small and the great, the less and the more, the 
deficient and the exceeding, being an image neither able to 
remain, nor yet to fly away. Tor it has not even power to 
effect this, as receiving no strength from intellect, but sub- 
sisting in the defect of all being. Hence it deceives us in 
whatever it announces of itself ; so that if it should appear 
to be great, it is small ; if more, it is less ; and the being 
which we meet with in the imagination of it, is non-being, 
and as it were a flying mockery. Hence, also, the things 
which appear to be iiigenerated in it, are mockeries, and 
images in an image, just as in a mirror, where a thing 
which is situated in one place appears to be in another. It 
likewise seems to be full and to be all things, and yet has 
nothing. But the things which enter into and depart from 
matter, are imitations and images of [real] beings, flowing 
about a formless resemblance ; and on account of its form- 
less nature are seen within it. They also appear, indeed, 
to effect something in it, but effect nothing ; for they are 
vain and debile, and have no resisting power. And since 
matter, likewise, is void of resistance, they pervade without 
dividing it, like images in water, or as if some one should 
send as it were forms into what is called a vacuum. Bor 
again, if the things which are beheld in matter were such 
as those from w^Mch they proceeded into it, perhaps a 
certain power of these might be asciibed to material forms, 
and matter might be supposed to suffer by them. But 
now, since the things which are represented are of one 
kind, and those that are beheld in matter of another, from 
these also we may learn that the passion of matter is 
false; that which is seen in it being false, and in no 
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respect possessing any similitiiiie to its maker. Henc^, 
being imbecile and false, and falling into a false receptacle, 
as ill a dream, or in water, or . a mirror, it necessarily per- , | 
iiiits matter to be impassive, tliougb. in the things which 
have been just mentioned,^ 'there is a^ similitude . between u-c 
the representations in them, and the originals of which 
they a,i*e the resemblances. 

YIII. In short, that which suffers ought to be a thing 
of this kind, so that it may be as it were in the contrary 
powers and qualities of the things which accede and pro- ■, 
diice passion. Eor to the inherent heat the change in 
quality is from that which refrigerates ; and to the in- 
herent humidity the change is from that which causes 
drjmess. And we say that the subject is changed in 
quality, when from being cold it becomes hot, or moist 
from being dry. But what is called the corruption of fire, 
testifies the truth of this, the mutation being made into 
another element. Bor we say that the fire and not the 
matter is corrupted; so that passions are about tha,t, 
about which corruption also subsists. Bor the reception 
of passion is the piath to corruption ; and to he cor- 
rupted pertains to that to which likewise it belongs to 
suffer. It is not however possible, that matter should 
be corrupted, Bor into what, and how can it be cor- 
rupted ? But is not matter [it may be said] co-passive, 
since qualities in their mixture with each other suffer, 
and matter receives in itself myriads of heats and colds, 
and in short infinite qualities, and is distinguished by 
these, and has them as it were connascent and mingled 
with each other ? Bor each of these is not separate from 
the rest, and matter is left in the middle of them. TJnless 
perhaps some one should place it external to them. But 
everything which is in a subject, is in such a manner 


^ viz. In water, a mirror, and a dream* 
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present witli tlie snl:)ject, as to impart something to it from 

itself. i.* * 

IX. It must therefore be assumed, that -one thing is 

present with another, and that one thing is in another, not 
according to one mode only. But sometimes together with 
being present, it causes that with which it is present to be 
better or worse, accompanied with permutation ; as is seen 
to be the case in the bodies of animals ; and at another 
time, it makes it to be as it were better or worse, without 
that being passive with which it is present, as is said to be 
the ease in the soul. Sometimes, also, this takes place in 
such a way as when a figure is imprinted in wax, where 
there is neither any passion, so as to cause the wax to be 
something else when the figure is present with it, noi any 
defect in the wax, when the figure is destroyed. Light, 
also, does not produce a change in quality of the figure 
about that which is illuminated. Nor does a stone, when 
it becomes cold, possess any thing besides frigidity, from 
that through which it is cold, while it remains a stone. 
And what does a line [viz. the extension of length] suffer 
from colour P Nor, in my opinion, does a superficies suffer 
any thing from it, but perhaps the subject body. Though 
what can this suffer from colour ? For it is not proper to 
say that a thing suffers when something is [merely] present 
with it ; nor w^hen it is invested with form. If, however, 
some one should say that mirrors, and in short diaphanous 
substances, suffer nothing from the images that are seen 
within them, he will not adduce an unappropriate para- 
dio-m. For the forms which are in matter are images, 
and matter is still more impassive than mirrors. Hence 
heat and cold ‘are ingenerated in it, but do not heat 
[or refrigerate] it. For to be heated and refrigerated, 
pertains to quality leading the subject from one quality to 
another. 

It is requisite, however, to consider, w^hether frigidity 
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the absence and privation [of lieat] : but qualities 
enterino' together into matter, many of them act on each 
oaer or mther are contrarily affected. Por rrhat can 
fiao-raiice ei^ect in sweetness; or colour m figure. Oi 
that can that which belongs to one genus effect m another . 

Whence especially credibility may be obtamed that a thmg 

mav be in that which is different from xt. without mpnng 
by its presence that with which it is present. As, thexx- 
fore that which is injured is not in 3 ured by any thing of a 
casual nature, so neither does that whmh _xs oWed anjl 
which suffers, suffer by any thing indiscriminately. But 
•’ontraries only suffer from contraries, other things being 
unchanged by others ; so that those things in which there 
is no contrarLy, do not suffer by any thing ^ 
nature. Hence, it is necessary if any thing sutteis, that it 
should not be matter, but something which is a composite 
f mitter and form, or in short, that it should be at one 
aldthe same time many things. But that which is alone, 
and separate from other things, and M is en irely 

ile, will be impassive to all things, and will be inclosed 

in the middle of aU things, acting on each other ; ]ust as 
when in the same house certain persons strike ’ 

neither does- the house suffer anything from the blows, 
Tor &e airwhich is in it. But the forms wh ch are in 
matter perform such things as they are naturally adapted 
to perform. Matter itself, however, is much moie im- 
pasdve than such qualities in it, which by not being con- 
traries ar5 impassive with reference to each other. 

X In the Lxt place, if matter suffers, it is necessary 
that' it should possess something from tje passion and 
that this should either be the passion itselt, or that it 
sLuld be disposed differently from what it was before the 
nasln was produced in it. Hence, another quality 
Lceding after the former, the recipient will no longer be 
mSter. but matter with a certain quahty. If, however. 
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qiialitv ^ itself sliould fail, leaving sonietliing of itself of an 
eifeetive nature, tlie subject will in a still greater degree 
l^eeoine sometliing else ; and proceeding after this manner, 
tlie subject will be sometliing besides [mere] matter, and 
will be nianifold and multiform. Hence, it will no longer 
be tlie universal recipient, since it will be an impediment 
to tbe miiltitade of things which accede to it, and matter 
will no longer remain, and therefore will not be incor- 
ruptible. So that if it is necessary that matter should be 
as it was froiii the first, it ought thus to be always the 
same, since to assert that it has been changed is not to 
preserve it the same. Farther still, if in short every thing 
which is changed in quality ought, remaining in the same 
form, to be changed according to accidents, and not essen- 
tially ; — if, therefore, it is requisite that what is changed 
in quality should remain, and that part of it which siifiers 
is not that vdiich remains, one of two things is necessary, 
either that matter when changed in quality should depart 
from itself, or that not departing from itself it should not 
be changed in quality. If, however, some one should say, 
that it is changed in quality, yet not so far - as it is 
matter ; in the first place, indeed, he cannot assign what 
that is according to which it is so changed ; and, in the 
next place, he must confess that thus also, matter itself is 
not changed in quality. For as in other things which are 
forms, it is not possible that they can be essentially 
changed in quality, since their essence consists in this [i.e, 
in being forms], thus also, since the being of matter is to 
exist as matter, it cannot be changed in quality so far as it 
is matter, but it must necessarily remain what it is. And 
as there form itself is unchanged in quality, so likewise 
here it is necessary that matter itself should be 
immutable. 

^ (Quality is that which imparts what is apparent in matter, and 
which is the object of sense. 
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XI. Wlience, also, I think that the divine Plato [in 
the Timseus], having fonned the same conception rightly 
says, that the things which enter into, and depart 'from 
matter, are imitations of beings ; the words entering into 
and dejKirting, not being nsed by him in vain. For he 
wished to direct our attention to the mode in which 
matter participates of forms. It also ai:>pears that the 
doubt how this participation is effected, is not what many 
prior to us conceived it to be, viz. how forms proceed into 
matter, but rather how they subsist in it. For it seems 
to be truly wonderful, how these forms being present with 
matter, it nevertheless remains impassive ; especialy since 
the forms wmich enter it suffer from each other. Accord- 
ing to Plato, however, the entering forms expel those 
which entered prior to them., and passion is in the coni- 
posite from matter and form ; yet not in every composite, 
bnt in that which is in want of the acceding or departing 
form ; and which indeed in its composition is defective by 
the abseDce of a certain form, but is perfect by the pre- 
sence of it. But matter does not possess any thing more 
whatever as an accession to its composition, by the 
entrance of any thing into it. For it does not then become 
that which it is through the form that enters, nor is it less 
by the departure of this form. For it remains that which 
it was at first. To the natures, indeed, which require 
ornament and order, it is useful to be adorned 5 and to 
these ornament may accede without transmutation, as is 
the case with things which we surround with decoration. 
If, however, any thing is so adorned as to have the ortia- 
ment connascent, it will be requisite that what w’as before 
void of beauty, should be changed in quality, become dif- 
ferent from what it was, and from being deformed be 
beautiful. If, therefore, matter being deformed is ren- 
dered beautiful, it is no longer that base thing which it 
was before j so that in being thus adorned, it loses its 
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subsistence as matter, and especially if its deformity is not 
accidental. But if it is so deformed as to be deformity 
itself, it will not participate of ornament. And if it is so 
evil, as to be evil itself, it will not participate of good. 
Hence it does not participate in such a way as some fancy 
it does, viz. by being passive, but after another manner, 
which is that of appearing to participate. Perhaps, too, 
according to' this mode the doubt may be- solved, how, 
since matter is evil, it can aspire after good,, because it 
does not through the participation cease to be what it was. 
For if what is called the ];>articipation of matter subsists 
after this manner so that it remains as we say the same, 
unchanged in quality, and is always that which it is, it will 
no longer be wonderful, how being evil it participates of 
good. For it does not depart from itself. But because it 
is indeed necessary it should participate, it participates 
after a certain manner as long as it exists. In conse- 
quence, however, of remaining that which it is, and the 
mode of participation preserving it [in its own proper 
nature] it is not injured in its essence by that which thus 
imparts something to it. And it appears not to be less 
evil on this account, viz. because it always remains that 
which it is. For if it truly participated of, and was truly 
changed in quality by the good, it would not be naturally 
evil. So that if some one should say that matter is evil, 
he will assert what is true, if he says it is impassive to the 
good, which is the same thing as to say, that it is entirely 
impassive, 

Xn. But Plato having fomed this conception of matter, 
and not admitting that participation in it, is as if form 
was generated in a subject, and imparted to it morphe, so 
as to become one composite, the things which it partici- 
pates being co-transmuted, and as it were co-mingled, and 
co-passive,— Plato, therefore, not being willing to adopt 
such a mode of participation as this, but desiring to show 
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Ilow matter remaining impassive possesses forms, investi- 
gated a paradigm of impassive participation, witliout wliicli 
it is not easj to show what those things especially are, 
winch Tflien present preserve the subject one and the 
same. He lihewise excites many doubts, while hastening 
to ol'itain the object of his enqiiirj, and besides this, 
wishing to represent to us the vacuity of subsistence in 
seiisibles, and that the region of the resemblance of reality 
is very ample. Supposing, therefore, that matter by 
i figures produces passions in animated bodies, while at the 

I same time it has itself none of these passions, he indicates 

j by tliis the stability of matter ; enabling us to collect by a 

syllogistic proc-ess that matter neither sufiiers, nor is 
I changed in quality by these figures. For in these bodies 

indeed [which are the objects of sense], and which receive 
I one figure after another, perhaps some one may say a 

; change in quality is ejected, asserting that the mutation 

i ^of figure is an homonymous alliation.^ Since matter, 

i; however, has neither any figure, nor any magnitude, how 

; can it be said that the presence of figure, in whatever way 

j this may take place, is alliation, though it should homo- 

i' nymously be said to be so? If, therefore, some one 

I adopting this conception of Plato as legitimate, should 

I assert that the subject nature [i. 6. matter] does not possess 

, f any thing in such a way as it is thought to possess it, he 

( will not speak absurdly. In what manner, however, does 

I matter possess forms, if you are not willing to admit that 

i it possesses them as figures ? But the hypothesis of Plato 

indicates as much as possible the impassivity of matter, 
I and the apparent presence of images in it, wbich are not 

[in reality] present. 

Perhaps, however, we ought first to speak further about 
the impassivity of matter. Plato, therefore, teaches us 
that we ought to be led by usual appellations to the con- 


^ A change in quality. 
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sideratioii of its passivity, as when he says it becomes dry,, 
or ignited, or moist, etc. and receives the forms of air and 
water. For 'the. assertion that it '.receives ' these ... forms^. 
mitigates the force .of the' other' .assertion, that matter is 
ignited and becomes moist. He likewise manifests when 
he says that matter receives forms, that, it is not itself 
invested with morph e, ■ but that the morphse are in the 
same state as when they entered into matter ; and that 
the term ignited is not properly applied to matter, but 
rather fire in generation, or becoming to be. For it is not 
the same, thing for fire to be, in generation, and for- a thing 
to be ignited. For to be ignited is indeed effected in 
another thing, in which there is also passivity. But how 
can that which is a part of fire, be itself ignited ? For 
this would be just the same as if some one should say, 
that the statue proceeded through the brass, or fire 
through matter, and besides this ignited it. Farther still, 
if that which accedes is reason or a productive principle, 
how will it ignite ? Shall we say on account of figure ? 
But that which ignited already consists both of matter 
and figure. How, therefore, can it consist of both, unless 
it becomes one from both ? Or shall we say that though 
it becomes one, yet not from two things having passions 
in each other, but acting upon other things ? Does this, 
therefore, arise from the agency of both, or from one of 
them causing the other not to fly away ? When, however, 
a certain body is divided, how is it possible that matter 
also should not be divided? And matter when it is 
divided being passive, how is it possible it should not 
suffer by this very passion ? Or what hinders ns from 
asserting for the same reason that matter is corrupted ? 
Since when body is corrupted, it must be shown why 
matter likewise is not corrupted. In answer to this, how- 
'ever, it may be said, that what suffers and is divided is a 
magnitude of a definite quantitv, but in that which is not 
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magnitude, the passions of magnitude are not ingenerated. 
And, in short, the passions of body are not inherent in 
that which is not body ; so that those who make matter to 
be passive, must also admit it to he body. 

XIII. It is likewise requisite that they should attend 
to the manner in which they say matter flies from form. 
Xor how can it fly from stones and rocks by which it is 
comprehended ? For they will not say that it sometimes 
flies from form, and sometimes does not. For if it flies 
by its own will, why does it not always fly from it ? But 
if it abides from necessity, there is not any time in which 
it is not invested with a certain form. The cause, how- 
ever, must be investigated why each matter has not always 
the same form, and this must be in a still greater degree 
investigated in the forms which enter into matter. How, 
therefore, is matter said to fly from form ? Is it by its 
own nature, and always ? But what else will this be, than 
that never departing from itself, it so possesses form as if 
it never possessed it, or if this is not admitted, they will 
not he able to assign any probable reason in defence of 
what they assert. Plato also calls matter the receptacle 
and nurse of all generation. And the receptacle and nurse 
indeed, are different from generation ; but that which is 
changed in quality is in generation. Since, likewise, the 
receptacle and nurse are prior to generation, they will also 
be prior to alliation. Add too, that they 'will preserve 
matter in an impassive state ; as also will the assertion 
that each thing has an a^jparent subsistence in that in 
which it is ingenerated, and that it departs from thence 
as from a receptacle and seat. The impassivity of matter, 
likewise, is preserved hy the assertion that it is the place 
of forms ; for this does not ascribe any passion to it, but 
investigates another mode of subsistence. What, there- 
fore, is this mode? Since, indeed, a nature of this kind 
ought not to be any one of, but to fly from every essence 
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of beings, and to be entirely di;fferent from them ; for tliey 
ai’e reasons or productive principles, and bare a real 
existence : — this being the case, it is necessary that matter 
in consequence of this diiference should preserve the safety 
which it is allotted, and should not only be imreceptive of' 
beings, but also if there is a certain imitation of them^ 
that it should even be destitnte of familiaxity with this 
resemblance. For thus it will be entirely difierent from 
beings, since otherwise, being conversant with a certain 
form, and becoming something else in conjunction with 
it, it ivould cease to be different from beings, and to be 
tile receptacle of all things ; for it would not be the 
recipient of any thing. It is necessary, howevei*, that 
matter should remain the same, while forms enter into 
it, and that it should be impassive during their egress- 
from it, in order that they may always enter into and 
depart from it. But that which enters, enters as an 
image, and not being itself real, enters into that which 
is void of truth and reality. Does it, therefore, truly 
enter? But how is it possible it should be truly received 
by that to which it is not in any respect lawful to par- 
ticipate of truth, in consequence of its being false ? Hence^ 
it falsely proceeds into that which is false, and becomes 
similar to an object in a miri'or, as long as the object is 
beheld within it. For with respect to matter, if you ‘take 
away [real] beings, none of those things which are now 
seen in the sensible I'egion, would for the smallest space 
of time be ajjparent. The mirror, therefore, of which we 
have just spoken, is percei^’ed by us; for it is itself a 
certain form^ Matter, however, not being itself any foimx, 
is not itself seen ; for otherwise, it would be requisite that 
it should be seen by itself prior to the forms that it appa- 
rently contains. But it suffers something of the same 
kind as the air when illuminated, which is then also in- 
visible, because it could not be seen without being illumi- 
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Bated Hence tlie objects wbicb are seen in niirrord are 
believed not to liave an existence, or to Iiave it in a less 
degree, because tliat wliicli contains tliein is visible, and 
itself remains while the objects depart. But matter is not 
itself perceived, neither when it has, nor when it is without 
forms. If, however, it was possible for the objects from' 
which mirrors are filled to remain without being seen, yet 
no one would doubt the reality of the objects which are 
seen in them. Hence, if there is something in mirrors, 
sensibles also will he in matter. But if there is nothing 
[in reality] in mirrors, but objects have only an apparent 
subsistence in them, in matter also it must be said, forms, 
have a resemblance of subsistence. The cause of this 
appearance, likewise, must be ascribed to the hypostasis 
of beings, of which beings themselves always truly par- 
ticipate, but non-beings not truly ; since it is not proper 
that they should subsist in such a manner as they would, 
if they had an existence, and being had not. 

XIT. What then, matter not existing, would nothing 
have a subsistence? Nothing except beings;^ just as 
neither would an image have any existence, unless there 
was a mirror, or something of this kind. For that which 
is naturally adapted to subsist in another thing, cannot 
exist when that thing is not. For this is the nature of an 
image to be in something different from itself. For if any 
thing departs from the producing causes of its existence, it 
may indeed subsist without being in another thing. But 
since [true] beings remain, if there is a representation 
of them in something else, it is necessary there should be 
another thing imi^arting a seat to that which does not 
truly accede." And this by its presence and anclaeity, and 

^ Tlie words ovSkv 7r«pd rd ovra are omitted in the original ; but 
from the version of Ficinns evidently ought to he inserted. 

* Instead of 7rop£%€t np ova sXQovri in this place, it is necessary 
to read napkx^'^ ovnog om iXQovru 
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as it may be said, mendicity and poverty, is as it were 
compelled to receive. It is however deceived, by not re- 
ceiving [truly], in order that its poverty may also remain, 
and that it may always be a mendicant. For according to 
the fable, after it once had a subsistence, it began to beg ; 
the fable indicating by this the nature of it, which consists 
in being destitute of good. It does not, however, beg to 
receive those things which the giver has to bestow, but is 
satisfied with whatever it may receive ; so that this also 
indicates that what is apparent in it is different [from 
reality]. Its iiaiiie, likewise, [which is Penia or Poverty] 
signifies that it is not filled. And the assertion that it 
was connected with Plenty," does not signify that this 
connection was with [real] being, nor with satiety, but 
with a certain artificial thing, i.e. with the wisdom of a 
phantasm. For since it was not possible for that to be 
entirely without the participation of being, which is in 
any respect external to it; for it is the nature of being 
to produce beings; but that which is entirely non-being 
is ^ unmingled with being ;— this being the case, an ad- 
mirable thing is effected, which participates, and yet in a 
certain respect does not participate of being, and which 
also in a certain respect possesses something from proximity 
to being ; though by its own nature it is incapable of being 
as it were conglutinated with it. Hence it becomes 
defluous, as gliding away from a foreign nature which it 
has received, like echo from smooth and equable places, 
because it does not abide there, though it appears to be 
thei'e, and to proceed from thence. If, however, matter 
so participated and received, as some one may think it 
does, that winch proceeds into would be absorbed by it. 
But now it appears, that it is not absorbed, since matter 

^ For TToppuj here, it is necessary to read Tropy. See the speech 
of Diotima in the “ Banquet of Plato.’’ 
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remr/lBs tlie same, Iiaving received Botlaing, but impeding 
■progression ■ like some ■ -repercussive , seat. ■; It is.Blso .tbe,. 
receptacle of forms acceding to, and mingled in it ; just 
as tiiose wlio are desirous of enkindling a light from the 
sun, place some smooth substance opposite to. it, ’wliieh 
tliev also fill with water, in order that the flame being 
impeded bj that which is inward, and of a contrary 
nature, may not pass through, but niPoy stop externally. 
Matter, therefore, thus becomes the cause of generation, 
and the form.s which consist in it, are constituted after 
this manner. 

XY. In things, therefore, which collect fire from the 
sun about themselves, as they receive llame from a sensible 
fire, they become themselves objects of sense. Hence also 
they are apparent, because the objects are external, suc- 
cessive and proximate, touch each other, and have two 
extremities. But the x^i'oductive principle in matter, has 
the external after a different manner. For difference of 
nature is sufficient, not being indigent of a twofold boun- 
dary ; but being much more alienated than every boundary 
by a diversity ^ of essence which is destitute of all alliance, 
it possesses a power repugnant to mixture. And this is 
the cause of its remaining in itself, becemse neither that 
which enters into it ciajoys it, nor docs it enjoy that which 
enters ; just as opinions and imaginations in the soul are 
not mingled with each other, but each again departs, as 
being alone that which it is, neither attracting, nor leaving 
any thing, because it was not mingled, and having the 
external, not because it is superjacent, a^nd is visibly 
different from that in which it is, but because reasou 
distinguishes the one from the other. Here, therefore, 
imagination is as it were an image, (the soul not being 
an image naturally,) though it appears to be the leader 

^ For ipdfrjjn here, it is necessary to read inponjri^ 
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of many tilings, and to lead tliem wliere it pleases. Tlie 
soul, iievertlieless, uses the imagination as matter, or as 
tliat wliich is analogous to matter. Tlie imagination, liow- 
ever, .does not conceal tlie soul, since tlie soul by its 
energies frequently expels- tbe phantasy-; nor would it 
ever be able ", to. conceal, it, though it should be wholly 
diifused through it, though this by the imagination appears 
to be sometimes effected..' For the soul contains in herself 
energies and reasons contrary to those, of the phantasy by 
which the accediug [pliantas ms] are repelled. Matter, 
however, is.nmcli more- imbecile than -the soul, and con- 
tains nothing of beings whether ' true or false, which is 
properly its own. hf either has it any thing through which 
it may become apparent, being a solitude of all tilings. It 
is, however, the cause to other things of their apparent- 
subsistence; but is not able to say even this of itself, I 
am here [though I am by no means visible]. And if at 
any time a certain profound reason discovers where it is 
concealed among beings, it exclaims that it is something 
deserted by all beings, and by things which appear to be 
posterior to beings, that it is likewise attracted to all 
things, and as it seems follows, and again does not follow 
them. 

XVI. Moreover, a certain reason acceding and extending 
matter as far as it proceeds into it, causes it to be great, 
investing it from itself with greatness, which is not in 
matter. But matter does not through this become quan- 
tity ; for if it did, that which is great in it would be magni- 
tude. If, therefore, some one takes away this form, the 
subject no longer is, nor will appear to be great. But if 
that which is generated was great, man and horse, and 
together with horse the magnitude of horse which accedes, 
would depart on the departure of horse. If, however, 
it should be said, that horse is generated in a certain great 
bulk and of a certain estent, and that the maguitud© 
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reirialns, we reply tliat it is not the magnitude of the 
horse, hut the magnitude of the hulk which there remains, 
hlerertheless, if this bulk is fire or earth, on the departure 
of fire or earth, the magnitude of fire or of earth will also 
depart. Matter, therefore, will neither enjoy figure, nor 
magnitude ; for otherwise it would not be something else 
from fire, hut remaining fire, it would not become fire. 
Hence, matter haying now become as we see, as great in 
■extent as the universe, if the heavens should cease to exist 
•and all they contain, together with these, all magnitude 
would likewise dej^art from matter, and at the same time 
all other qualities, and matter would be left that which it 
was before, preserving no one of the things which had 
a ' prior subsistence about it. In the natures, however, 
which suffer by the presence of certain things, something is 
still left in the recipients, when those things depart ; but 
this is no longer the case with natures that do not 
suffer. Thus the air which is surrounded with light, 
retains nothing of the light when it de].>arts. But if some 
one should wonder how it is possible, that a thing should 
become great which does not possess magnitude ; it may 
also be doubted how that can become hot which has not 
heat. For it is not the same thing in matter, to be matter 
and to be magnitude ; since magnitude is immaterial, in 
the same manner as figure is immaterial. And if we pre- 
serve matter, we must assert that it is all things b}^ parti- 
cipation. But magnitude is one of all things. In bodies, 
therefore, which are composites, there is magnitude to- 
gether ■with other things, yet it is not indefinite ; since in 
the definition of body magnitude also is included. But in 
matter, even indefinite magnitude is not included ; for it is 
not body. 

XYIL Heither, again, will matter be magnitude itself. 
For magnitude is form, but not the recipient of form ; and 
magnitude subsists by itself. If matter, likewise, cannot 
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adapt to itself tlie iniitations of beings,^ on this account 
also it is not magnitude. Since, however, that which is 
placed in intellect or in soul, wishes to be great, it imparts, 
to those things which bj proceeding as 'it were, endeavour 
to imitate it, by the desire of, or motion towards it, the. 
ability of inipressiiig the same passion in another thing. 
That wliicii is great, therefore, running in the progression 
of the pliantasj' so as to cause the smallness of matter 
to run in eoiijiinctioii with it, occasions matter also to 
appear great, tbougii it is not .filled by the co-extension, 
For this greatness of matter is falsely great, since by not 
having the power to be great, and being extended towards 
inagnitude, it becomes amplified by the extension. ‘ For 
since all beings produce in other things, or in another 
thing the representation of themselves as in mirrors, each 
of the agents is in a similar manner" great; and the 
universe also is great in this way. The magnitude, there- 
fore, of each productive principle, as of that of a horse or 
any thing else concurs with the j)articular thing to which 
the productive principle pertains. And every appearance, 
indeed, of things as in a mirror is great in consequence of 
being illuminated by greatness itself. Each portion of 
them, likewise, becomes something great, and all things at 
once p.resent themselves to the view from every form of 
which magnitude is one. From each form, also, there is, 
as it were, an extension to every thing and to all things, 
and this is to he compelled in form. Power, too, produces 
as much in bulk as bulk is capable of receiving ; so that 
what is [in reality] nothing, appears to be all things. 
Hence colour which proceeds from what is not colour, and 
the quality in sensibles which is derived from "what is not 
quality, have an equivocal appellation from their producing 

^ For avrwv here, it is necessary to read ovruiv, 

* Instead of wc; aurb here, it is necessary to read u)<TavT(aQ, 
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causes. Magnitudes also, proceeds from tliat wliieli is 
not niagnitiide, ■ or-' from tliat. wliicli is . 'liomonymously ■ 
magnitude ; tliese '' being surveyed as Having a subsistence 
between matter itself, and form itself. . And: tliey become ■ 
apparent, indeed, because tliey are derived from form 
tliemselves. They have, however, a false subsistence, be- 
cause that ill which they are apparent is not [truly]. But 
each of them becomes extended into magnitude, being 
attracted by the power of the things which are seen in 
matter, and which make for themselves a place. There is, 
however, an attraction to all things, yet not by violence, 
because the universe is matter. But each thing attracts 
according to the power which it possesses; and derives 
from the representation of magnitude itself, the ability of 
making matter so great as it appears to be. Hence the 
magnitude which is here is the phantasm of it which 
is apparent. Matter, however, being compelled to concur 
with this attraction, at once imparts itself wholly and 
every where ; for it is the matter of the universe, and not 
some particular matter. But that which is not of itself 
some particular thing, may on account of something else 
become contrary to what it was, and having become con- 
trary, no longer is [what is was] ; since if it were, it would 
cease to be changed. 

XVIII. If some one, therefore, possessing an inteUectual 
conception of magnitude, should have this conception 
attended with a power not only of subsisting in itself, but 
also of proceeding as it were externally, and the power 
should receive a nature not existing in the intellectual per- 
ceiver, nor having a certain form, nor a certain vestige of 
magnitude or of any other form, what would he produce 
through this power? Hot a horse, or an ox. For other 
powers would produce these. Or shall we say, that since 

^ viz, Colour, quality, and magnitude. 
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ttis poiver proceeds from a great father, nothing else [be- 
sides matterl is able to receive this magmtnde, and that its 
possession of it will only be imaginaiy, and not real. 
Hence to that which does not so obtain magnitude, as to 
be in its own nature the great itself, it remains for it_to be 
apparently only as much as possible great. But this is not 
toL deficient,' and not to proceed to many things m many 
pHees • but to possess in itself Mildred parts, ana not to 
k^ye any thing destitute of itself. For it is not possible 
that in a small bulb, there should stffl be an equal image 
of mac-nitude, since it is an image of greatness ; but so far 
as it aspires tbrougb its hope, it accedes as far as it is pos- 
sible for it to accede, and running in conjunction with that 
which is not able to leaye it, it causes that to be great 
which is not great, yet not so as to appear to he the 
magnitude which is seen in bulk. At the same time, 
however, matter preserves its own nature, using ns 
magnitude as a vestment, through which it ran together 
with it, when magnitude running became its leader. But 
if at any time it should divest itseK of magnitude, it 
would again remain the same as it was before in itself; 
or would be as great as foim when present caused it 
to he. And soul, indeed, possessing the forms of beings, 
since 'she is also herself a form, contains all things at 
once. Since, likewise, each form is at once wholly con- 
tanied in her, hence perceiving the forms of sensibles as 
it were converted and acceding to her, she cannot endure 
to receive them with multitude, but sees them divested 
of bulk. For she cannot become any thing else than what 

Matter, however, having nothing repereiissiye ; for it 
has no energy ; but being a shadow, stays to stifier wliat- 
ever the producing cause may effect in it. That also 
which proceeds from the reason that is in soul, has now a 
vestige of the tHiig which is about to be effected ; just as 
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ill the iconic nature of the phantasy, reason which is 
moved, or the motion from reason, is a division into parts , 
since if it was one and the same, it would not be moved, 
but be piermanent. Matter, however, is not able to intro- 
duce at once all things into itself, for if it were able, it 
would be some one of all things. But since it is necessarv 
that it should receive all things, vet not impartiblj, it is 
requisite that existing as the place of all things, it should 
proceed to all things, meet with them, and be sufficient for 
every interval, because it is not itself comprehended by 
interval, but is exposed to the reception of it. How does 
it happen, therefore, that one thing entering into matter, 
does not im2:)ede other things P It is because all things 
cannot enter together at the same time ; for if they could, 
there would not be anything which is first. But if there 
is, it is the form of the universe ; so that all things are 
indeed simultaneous, but each has a partial existence. For 
the matter of the animal nature is distributed in conjunc- 
tion with the division of the animal into parts. For if this 
were not the case, nothing would have been produced 
besides reason. 

XIX. The things, therefore, which enter into matter as 
a mother, neither injure it, nor benefit it. For the im- 
p)ulses of these do not pertain to matter, but to each other, 
because the powers of these also pertain to contraries, but 
not to subjects, unless the subjects are considered in con- 
junction with the imj)ulses. For heat destroys cold, and 
the black the white; or if they are mingled together, 
another quality is produced from the mixture. Hence, 
things which are mingled sulfer ; but with them, to suher, 
is not to he that which they were before."^ In animated 
natures, also, the passions indeed, are about the bodies, the 
change in quality taking place according to the inherent 
qualities and powers. But when their state of existence is 
dissolved, or congregated, or transposed preternaturally. 


ox THE IMPASSIVITT OF IXCORPOEEAL MATURES. IW 

tlien, fclie passions indeed are in tlie bodies, but knowledge 
is in the souls that perceive the more vehement passions*. 
If, however, thev do not perceive them, they have no- 
knowledge of them, but matter still remains. For matter 
sirifers nothing, when cold departs, and heat accedes 
since neither of these is either friendly or foreign to it. 
Hence, the appellations of a receptacle and nurse are more 
appropriate to it [than any other names]. But why is it 
called a mother ? For it does not generate. Those, how- 
ever, appear to have denominated it a mother, who think 
that a mother lias the relation of matter towards her off- 
spring, as alone receiving, but imparting nothing to the 
things begotten ; since whatever of body there is in the 
offspring, is derived from the nutriment. But if tlie 
mother imparts any thing to her progeny, it is not so far 
as she has the relation of matter, but because she is also- 
form. For form alone is proliffc, but the other nature 
is barren. Whence^ cdso, I think the ancient wise men 
obscurely signifying this in their mysteries, represent the 
ancient Hermes always possessing the organ of genera- 
tion erect, thus manifesting that it is intelligible reason 
tvhich generates in the sensible imiverse. . But they indi- 
cated the improlific nature of matter which always remains' 
the same, by the barren substances which were placed about 
it For they introduce the mother of all things, which 
they thus proclaim, receiving the principle according to- 
the subject, and they give her this appellation in order 
to render their meaning manifest, wishing to indicate to 
those wdio are desirous of more accurately comprehend- 
ing the nature of matter, and who do no fc investigate 
it superficially, that it is not entirely similar to a mother,. 
By this, indeed, they demonstrate remotely, but at the' 
same time as much as they are able, that matter is un- 
prolific, and not perfectly feminine ; but that it is of a. 
female nature so far as it receives, but not so far as pertains 
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f,o o‘eii.erative power. For tliat wliicli lias proceeded 
into matter, is neither feminine, nor a-ble to generate, 
blit is separated from all generative power, whidi is alone 
inherent in that which ■■continues to be' of a inascnline 

nature. 



Yl. 

^ AND TIME. ' ^ 

' Ili'vii ' 

I. With respect to eteriiitj and time, we say tliat each of 
these is different from the other, and that one of them 
indeed is conTersant with a perpetual nature, but the other 
about that which is generated. We also think that we 
have a certain clear perception of these in our souls spon- 
taneously, and, as it were, from the more collected pro- 
jections of intellectual conception; always and every where 
calling these by the same appellations. W^hen, however, 
we endeavour to accede to the inspection of these, and to 
approach as it were nearer to them, again we are involved in 
doubt, admitting some of the decisions of the ancients 
about these, and rejecting others, and perhaps receiving 
differently the same decisions. Besting also in these, and 
thinking it sufficient if when interrogated we are able to 
relate the opinion of the ancients concerning time and 
eternity, we are liberated from any farther investigation 
about them. It is necessary, therefore, to think that some 
of the ancient and blessed philosophers have discovered 
the truth ; but It is fft to consider who those are that have 
obtained it, and after what manner we also may acquire 
the same knowledge on these subjects. In the first place, 
however, it is requisite to investigate what those conceive 
eternity to be, who admit that it is different from time. 
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.For that wliicb. is established as the paradignii being blown, 
that also vvdiich is the image of it, and which they say is 
time, will perhaps become manifest. But if some one, 
prior to the survey of eternity, should iniagiiie what time 
is, it will happen to him, proceeding from hence thither by 
reminiscence, that he will behold the nature to which 
time is assimilated, if the latter has a similitude to the 
former. 

What, therefore, is it requisite we should assert eternity 
to be? Shall we say it is the intelligible essence itself 
just as if some one should say that time is the whole 
heaven and the -world ? For some are said to have had this 
opinion concerning time. For since we imagine and con- 
ceive eternity to be something more venerable, and an 
intelligible nature is also most venerable, we are unalde to 
say w^hich is the most' venerable of the two 5 and since 
also, that which is beyond these is not to be predicated in 
the same way, some one may be induced to consider 
eternity and an intelligible essence as the same. For 
again, both the intelligible world and eternity comprehend 
in themselves the same things. When, ho-wever, we say 
that the one is in the other, we jdace iutelligibles in 
eternity ; and when we predicate the eternal of intelligibles^ 
as when Plato in the “ Timseus ” says, ‘‘ if the nature of the 
paradigm is eternal,” we then assert that the eternal is 
different from the intelhgible. Nevertheless, we say that 
it either exists about, or in, or is present with an intel- 
ligible essence. That each of them, however, is venerable, 
does not manifest a sameness of nature ; for perhaps the 
renerableness of the one is derived from the other. With 
respect to comprehension also, that of the intelligible is as 
of parts, but eternity comprehends the whole at once not 
,as a part, but because all such things as are eternal subsist 
according to it. Shall we, therefore, say that eternity 
exists according to the permanency which is in inteliigibles ; 
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just as liere, time is said to exist according to motion? It 
maj, lioTrever, be verv properly investigated, wbetlier 
eternity is the, same witli'. permanency,, or wbetber it is not 
simply tlie same,' .but is, tlie same witb ’tlie permanency 
wliicli is about essence. For if it is the same with per- 
manency [simply considered] in tbe first place, we ''cannot 
say that permanency is eternal, as neither do we say that 
eternity is eternal. For the eternal is that which partici- 
pates of eternity. And in the next place, how is motion 
eternal? For thus it will be stable. Farther still, how 
does the eoiiception of permanency contain in itself the 
ever ? I do not mean the ever which is in time, hut such 
as we intellectually perceive when we speak of the eternal 
But if it contains the ever in the stability of essence, again, 
we shall separate the other genera of being from eternity. 
Besides, it is not only necessary to conceive eternity as 
subsisting in permanency, but also as subsisting in one. 
And in fche next place, we must admit that eternity is 
without interval, in order that it may not be the same with 
time. Permanency, however, so far as it is permanency, 
neither contains in itself the conception of unity, nor of 
that which is without intervah But we predicate of 
eternity that it abides in one. Hence, it will participate of 
permanency, but will not be permanency itself. 

II. What, therefore, mil that be according to which we 
say, the whole world which is there is eternal and perpetual? 
And what is perpetuity ? Whether it is the same with 
eternity, or eternity subsists according to perpetuity. 
Shall we say, therefore, that it is necessary to conceive of 
eternity as one certain thing, but a certain intelligence or 
nature collected l^ogether from many things, whether it be 
something consequent to the natures in the intelligible 
world, or existing together with, or perceived in them, but 
which is able to effect and is many things. Indeed, he 
who surveys an abundant power collected into one, accord- 
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to tills particular tiling wliicli is as it were a subject^ 
lie^denommates it essence ; afterwards, so far as lie lieli'oids 
life ill it, lie denominates it motion ; and in tlie next place, 

' Recalls it:. permanency, so far as it.entirelypossesses anin* 
variolole sameness of subsistence. Aiid be denominates it 
different and tbe same, so far as all these are at once one. 
Thus, therefore, composing these, so as to be at once one 
life alone, contracting in them di:ffereiice, and beholaingan 
unceasing sameness of energy, and which never passes from 
one intelligence or life to another, but always possesses the 
invariable, and is without interval beholding all these, 
he will behold eternity. For he will perceive life abiding 
in sameness, and always possessing everytliing present, and 
not at one time this, and afterwards another thing, but 
containing all things at once, and not now some i.hings, 
and again others. For it is an impartible end ; just as in a 
point where all things subsist at once, and have not yet 
proceeded into a [linear] flux. It likewise abides in the 
same, i.e, in itself, and does not suffer any change. But 
it is always in the present, because nothing of it is past, 
nor again will be in future, but this very thing which it is, 
it always is. Hence, eternity is not a subject, but that 
which as it were shines forth from a subject, according to 
sameness itself, which it announces not concerning the 
future, but that which is now present, indicating that it 
subsists in this manner, and in no other. For what can 
afterwards happen to this, which it now is not? Hot 
again, will it be in futurity what it is not at present. For 
there is not any thing from which it can arrive at the pre- 
sent time. For it is not another thing, but this. Hor will 
it be this in future, which it does not now possess from 
necessity; nor does it- possess about itself that which was* 
For what is there which was present with it and is past ? 
Hor does that which will be, belong to it. For what is 
there which will happen to it ? It remains, therefore, that 
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ill to he, it is that ^hicli it is. . Hence, that which neither 
was, nor will be, but alone is, stably possessing its being, 
in consequence of not changing into will be, nor haying 
been changed from the past, is eternity. The life, there- 
fore, which is about being, and which in existence or to he, 
is at once total and fuli, and every where without interval, 
is the eternity which we investigate. 

III. Nor must we think that this [eternity] happens 
externally: to that nature [viz. to being itself], but that it 
is in it, and from it, and subsists together with it. 'Fov it 
is seen to be profoundly inherent in it. For perceiving all 
such other things ^ as we say are there, to be inherent, we 
assert that all of them are from, and subsist together with 
essence. For it is necessary that things which have a 
primary subsistence, should exist together with first 
essences, and should be contained in them; since the 
beautiful also is in and froiii them, and truth also is inhe- 
rent in them. And in a certain degree, indeed, the whole 
itself is as it were in a part, and the things vyhich are there 
are as parts in a whole, as if in reality this were an all not 
■collected from parts, but itself generating parts, in order 
that through this it may be truly all. The truth also 
which is there, is not a concord with something else that is 
intelligible, but of each thing itself of which it is the truth. 
It is necessary, therefore, that the whole of this which is 
true, if it is truly all, should not only be every thing so far 
as it is all things, but likewise that the all should subsist 
in such a way, as not to be in any thing deficient. But if 
this be the case, nothing vnll accede to it. For if some- 
thing will he adrjed to it, it vras prior to the accession of 
this deficient. Hence, prior to this it was not every thing. 
But what can happen to it preternaturally ? For it suffers 
nothing. If, therefore, nothing can accede to it, it neither 
is about to be, nor will be, nor was. If, indeed, you take 
away from generated natures, the it ivill he, since they sub- 



120. ' .■ SEIiECT ■ WORKS -OE- JiOTIOTS. ^^'; 

sist in perpetual acquisition, non-existence is iminediatelj 
present i^itli tliem. But to things which are. not such as 
these, if you add the will he, a departure from the seat of 
existence is the consequence of such an addition. Bor it is 
evident that existence is not connascent with them, if they 
are in any respect indebted to futurity for their subsis- 
tence. For in generated natures, indeed, essence is seen 
to be an extension from the beginning of generation, to the 
extremity of the time in which they no longer exist. This 
it is, therefore, for them to be ; and if any one should de- 
prive them of this extension of being, their life would be 
diminished. So that it is necessary that the, existence of 
the universe also, should be an extension of this bind. 
Hence, it hastens to be in futurity, and is not willing 
to stop, since it attracts existence to itself, in Tjerforming 
another and another thing, and is moved in a circle through 
a certain desii'e of essence. So that we have found what 
existence is in snch natures as these, and also what the 
cause is of a motion which thus hastens to be perpetually 
in the future periods of time. In first and blessed natures, 
however, there is not any desire of the future; for they 
are now the whole, and whatever of life they ought to 
possess, they wholly possess, so that they do not seek after 
any thing, because there is not any thing which can be 
added to them in futurity. Hence, neither does that happen 
to them in which there -is the future. The all-perfect and 
total essence therefore of being, is not only total in its parts, 
but is not in any thing deficient, and is that to which 
nothing pertaining to non-being can happen ; for it is not 
only necessary that all beings should be. present with the 
all, and the whole, but likewise that nothing should be 
added to it of that which sometimes is not Hence this 
disposition and nature of the all-perfect essence of being, 
will be eternity. For eternity is denominated from that 
which always ia 
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IT. He, liowever, will know that eternity \ thus subsists, 
who by the projecting ^ energies of intellect is able to speak 
concerningit : or rather, he who seesit tobe'a''thing.bf siieli 
a kind, that nothing in short has ever been generated about 
it; for otherwise it would not be perpetual being, or would 
not always be a certain total being. Is it therefore now 
perpetual ? It is not, unless a nature of such a kind is in- 
herent in it, as to procure credibility concerning it, that it 
thus subsists, and no longer in any other way. So that 
if again you surrey it by the projecting energies of 
intellect, you will find that it is such a thing as this. 
What then, if some one should never depart from the con- 
templation of it, but should incessantly persevere in ad* 
miring its nature, and shonld be able to do this through 
the possession of an unwearied nature, such a one perhaps 
running to eternity, would there stop, and never decline 
from it, in order that he might become similar to it, and 
eternal, surveying eternity and the eternal by that which 
is eternal in himself. If, therefore, that which thus sub- 
sists is eternal, and always being, which does not decline 
in any respect to another nature, but the life which it 
possesses is now all, neither having received, nor receiving, 
nor being about to receive any thing in future;— that 
which thus subsists, will indeed be perpetual. And per- 
petuity is such a collocation as this of a subject, subsisting 
from it, and being inherent in it. But eternity is the sub- 
ject in conjunction with a collocation of this kind present- 
ing itself to the view. Hence eternity is venerable, and as 
our intellectual conception of it says, is the same with deity. 
But it says that it is the same with that God [whom we 

^ Instead of tivl here, it appears to me to be necessary to read 
T(o al(^vu 

2 The visive energies of intellect are thus denominated, because 
such an energy is an iinmediate darting forth as it were to the 
object of its intuition. 
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eall bj the appellation of being and life,] And etemitj 
limy be propeiij denominated a God unfolding liiniself 
into ligiit, and shining forth, such as he essentially is, yiz. 
as immutable, and the, same, and thus: firmly .established 
in life. It ought not, however, to be considered as 
•wonderful, if we say that it consists of many things. For 
every thing in the intelligible world is many, on account of 
the infinite power which it possesses ; since the infinite re- 
ceives its appellation from a never-failing essence. And 
this properly, because nothing pertaining to it is consumed. 
Hence, if some one should thus denominate eternity, call- 
ing it life which is now infinite, because it is all, and 
nothing of which is consumed, because nothing pertaining 
to it is either past or future, since otherwise it would not 
be all things at once ; — if some one should thus denominate 
it, he will be near to the true definition ^ of it. For what 
is afterwards added, viz. that it is all things at once, and 
that nothing of it is consumed, will be an exposition of the 
assertion, that it is now infinite life. 

Y. Because, however, such a nature as this, thus all- 
beautiful and perpetual, subsists about the one, proceeding 
fi’om and with it, and in no respect departing from it, but 
always abides about and in the one, and lives according to 
it, hence I think it is beautifully and with a profundity of 
decision, said by Plato, that eternity abides in one/' “ 
that he might not only lead it to the one which is in itself, 
but that he might also in a similar manner lead the life of 
being about the one. This, therefore, is that which we in- 

^ Tins definition of eternity is justly admired by Proclus in bis 
3rd book ‘^On the Theology of Plato,” of wliicfi see rny translation. 
Boetius, likewise, as I have elsewhere observed, has adopted this 
definition in lib. 5, ‘‘De Consol. Phiiosopb.” 

^ Plato, however, does not by the one in this place, mean the 
ineffable principle of things, but the one of being, or the summit 
of the intelligible order, as is shown by Proclus in the above men- 
tioned work. 


Testigate, and tliat wliich thus abides is ‘eternity* For 
this very thing, and which thus abides, which is the energy 
of a life abiding from itself, subsisting with and in the one^ 
and which neither in existing nor Imng is false and 
fictitious, will certainly be eternity. For to be truly, is 
never not to be, nor to be otherwise. But the former of 
these is to be invariably the same ; and the latter ■ is to be 
without diversity. Hence it has not in any respect, another 
and another. You must not, therefore, conceive it to have 
interval, nor evolve, nor extend it. Heither, therefore, 
must you admit that there is any thing of prior and 
posterior in it. Hence, if there is neither prior nor 
posterior about it, but the is, is the truest of all the things 
about it, and is itself, and this in such a way as to be 
essence and life;— -if this be the case, again that which we 
call eternity will present itself to our view. But when we 
say that it is always, and that it is not at one time being, 
and at another time non-being, it is requisite to think that 
we thus speak for the sake of perspicuity ; since the term 
always, is perhaps not properly employed, but is assumed 
for the purpose of manifesting its incorruptible ' nature. 
And farther still, it signifies that it never fails. Perhaps, 
however, it would be better to call it only being. But 
though being is a name sufficient to essence, yet since 
some are of opinion that generation also is essence, it is 
requisite for the sake of discipline to add the term always. 
For one thing is not being, but another perpetual being ; 
as neither is a philosopher one thing, but a true philosopher 
another. Because, however, some persons are only phiio- 

^ After Tov atpQdpToi} in the Greek, the words dv Trjv 

dg rov TrXELovog follow, which are to me unintelligible. Some- 

thing, I conceive, is omitted; hut I am not able to conjecture what 
the omission is. The version of these words by Ficinus is certainly 
nonsense; for it is, “ animum potest reddere vagabundum per 
ouendam in pliira exitum et proventum. ” 
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sopliers in appearance, the addition of a true pliilosojdier 
beeaine necessary. Thus, likewise, the always was added to 
being, and being to the always. So that it was called aion ; 
on which account the always was assumed, in order that 
the conjunction of being with the always, might indicate 
that which is truly being. The always, likewise, must be 
contracted into a power devoid of interval, and which be- 
sides what it now possesses, is not in wuint of any thing. 
But it possesses every thing. Hence it is every thing and 
being, and is not indigent of any thing. ISTor is a nature 
of this kind, full indeed in one respect, but deficient in 
another. For that which exists in time, though it may 
seem to be as perfect as is suincient to body, yet it is 
perfect through soul, and is in want of something future, 
because it is deficient in time of which it is indigent ; so 
that it exists together with time, if it is present with it, 
and being imperfect, runs in conjunction with it. On tliis 
account, therefore, it is equivocally said to be a perfect 
being. That, however, which is a thing of such a kind, as 
neither to be in want of futurity, nor to be measured by 
some other time, nor to be in futurity infinite, and this in- 
finitely, but now possesses that which it ought to be ; — this 
is that after which our intellectual conception aspires ; the 
being of which is not derived from a certain quantity of 
extension, but is prior to all quantity. For it is fit, since 
it is not of a definite quantity, that it should not at ail 
come into contact with quantity, lest the life of it being 
divided, should lose its pure impartibility ; but that it 
should be both in life and essence impartible. When, how- 
ever, it is said in the “ Timaeus ” that tl].e demiurgus luas 
good, this must be referred to the conception of tlie 
universe, signifying that what is beyond the universe, does 
not originate from a certain time ; so that neither is the 
world allotted a certain temporal beginning, since the cause 
of its existence is the source of priority. At the same 
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time, however, Plato thus spealdng for the salce of 
perspieiiitj, blames afterwards this expression tms good, as 
not altogether rightlj employed in things which are allotted 
what is called and is intellectuallj conceived to be, an 
eternal subsistence. . 

Do 'we, therefore, bear witness to the things of 
■which we now speak, as to things foreign from our nature f 
But how is this possible r For how can intellectual per- 
ception be effected, except bj contact ? And how can we 
come into contact with things that are foreign to us ? It 
is necessary, therefore, that we also should participate of 
eternity. Since, however, we exist in time, how is this 
possible ? But w’-e shall know wdiat it is to be in time, and 
what it is to be in eternity, wiien w^e have discovered what 
time is. We must, therefore, descend from eternity to 
time, and the investigation of time. For there, indeed, the 
progression was to that 'which is above, but we must now 
speak descending, yet not profoundly, but our descent 
must be such as that of time. If, indeed, nothing had 
been said concerning time by ancient and blessed men, it 
would be necessary that connecting from the beginning 
what follovfs with eternity, w^e should endeavour to speak 
what appears to us to be the truth on this subject, and to* 
adaj)t our opinion to the conception of it which we possess. 
Now, howler, it is necessary first to assume those asser- 
tions which especially deserve attention, and to consider if 
what we say is concordant with some one of them. But 
perliaps the assertions concerning time, ought in the first- 
place to receive a threefold division. For time may be 
said to be either motion, or that wdiicli is moved, or some- 
thing pertaining to motion. For to say that it is either- 
permanency, or that which is. stable, or something pertain- 
ing to permanency, will be perfectly remote froni the con- 
ception of time, since it is in no respect the same [and 
therefore, can never accord with that which is stable]. Of 
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tlsose, lioweTers wlio say that time is motion, some indeed 
a-ssert ' that’ it is'CTery motion; "bnt' otliers:,: tliat it' iS'4!ie': 
motion of tlie universe. But tliose wlio say it is tliat 
wMcIi is moved, assert it to be the sphere of the universe. 
And of those who say it is something pertaining to motion, 
or the interval of motion; some assert that it is the 
measure of motion, but others that it is an attendant on 
it, and either on every motion, or on that which is 
arranged.^ 

YII. It is not, indeed, possible, that time should be 
motion, neither if all motions are assumed, and one as 
it were is produced from all of them, nor if that motion is 
assumed which is orderly. For each of these motions is in 
time. If, however, some one should say that motion is not 
in time, much less will motion be time ; since that in which 
motion is, is one thing, and motion itself another ^ thing. 
Since, however, there are beside these other assertions, it 
may be snfGicient to observe, that motion may indeed cease 
and be interrupted, but time cannot. But if some one 
should say that the motion of the universe is not inter- 
rupted, yet this motion, if it is admitted that the circula- 
tion [of the world] is in a certain time, will itself be carried 
round to the same point from whence it began ; and not to 

^ Archytas the Pythagorean defined time to be the universal 
interval of the nature of the universe, in consequence of surveying 
the continuity in the productive principles of that nature, and 
their departure into divison. Others still more ancient defined 
time to he, as the name manifests, a certain dance of intellect ; but 
others defined it to he the periods of soul; others, the natural 
receptacle of these periods ; and others, orderly circulations ; all 
which (says lamblichus, from whom this information is derived) 
the Py thagoric sect comprehends. Both Archytas also and Aristotle 
appear to have admitted time to be a continued and mdiviBiUe 
Utix of nows. See a treasure of the conceptions of the ancients on 
this subject, in the Additional Notes to my translation of Aristotle’s 

Physics.” 

* For aXV oh here, it is necessary to read dXXoy, 
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tliat point in wliicli tlie lialf of it only is accomplisliei. 
And tliis motion, indeed, will be the half, but the other will 
be double, each being the motion of the universe, both that 
which proceeds from the same to the same, and that which- 
arrives only at the half. The assertion, also, that the 
motion of the outermost sphere is most vehement and 
rapid, bears witness to what we say ; so that the motion of 
it is one thing, and time another. For that motion is the 
most rapid of all, which in the least time passes through 
the greatest interval. But other motions are slower, which 
are performed in a longer time, and pass through a part 
only of the same space. If, therefore, time is not the 
motion of the outermost sphere, much less will it be that 
sphere itself, which in consequence of being moved is con- 
ceived to be time. Is, therefore, time something belonging 
to motion? If indeed it is interval, in the first place,, 
there is not the same interval of every motion, nor of 
uniform motion. For the motion which is in place is 
swifter and slower, and both the intervals may be measured 
by another third interval, which may with greater rectitude- 
be dominated time. But of which of these motions will 
time he the interval ? Or rather, will it be the interval of 
any one of them, since they are infinite? And if time- 
is the interval of orderly motion, it is not the interval of 
every motion, nor of every motion of this kind. For these 
are many. So that there will also be at onc^ many times. 
But if time is the interval of the universe, if indeed it is the 
interval in motion itself, what else will it be than motion, 
viz. so much ; and this quantity of motion will either 
be measured by place, because the jfiace which it j)asses 
through is so much hi quantity, and the interval will be 
this. This, however, is not time, but place. Or motion by 
its continuity, and from not immediately ceasing, but 
being always assumed, possesses interval. But this will be 
the multitude of motion. And if some one looking te 
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motion slioiilcl assert that it is much, just as if it should he 
said that heat is much, neither will time here also present 
itself to om* view, nor become obvious ; but motion again 
and again mil occur, like water repeatedly flowing, and 
also the interval which is beheld in it. The again and 
again also will be number, as the duad or the triad ; but 
the interval will belong to bulk. Thus, therefore, the 
multitude of motion will be as the clecad, or as the interval 
which is beheld as it were in the bulk of motion, which is 
not attended with a conception of time. But this quantity 
of motion will be generated in time ; for otliex'wise, time 
will not be every where, but will be in motion as in a su])- 
ject. It will, likewise, again happen that time will be 
said to be motion. For the interval is not external to 
motion, but is motion not at once collected together. But 
if it is not at once collected, if an at-once- collected sub- 
sistence is in time, in what respect does that which is not 
,at-once-collected differ from that which is ? Shall we say 
that they dilfer in dime; so that the separating motion, 
•arid the interval of it, are not time itself, but subsist 
in time ? If, however, some one should say, that the 
interval of motion is time, by the interval not meaning the 
peculiarity of motion, but that with which motion has an 
extension, as if running together with it, yet what this is, is 
not unfolded. For it is evident that time is that in which 
the motion was generated. This, therefore, is that which 
was investigated from the first, viz. what that existing 
thing is which is time ; since this is just as if some one 
beiiig asked what time is, should say that the interval 
of motion is in time. What, therefore, is this interval, 
which he calls time, who supposes it to be external to the 
proper interval of motion ? For again, he who places tem- 
poral interval in motion itself, will be dubious where he 
.should place the interval of rest. For as much as a certain 
thing is moved, so much also will something else have been 
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quiescent. And yon may say that the time of each is the 
same, though its relation to the one, is different from 
its relation to the other. What therefore is this interyal, 
and ^hat nature does it possess ? For it is not possible 
that it should be local since this has an external sub- 
sistence. ; 

Till. Ill the next place, it must be considered how time 
Is the number or measure of motion ; for it is better to 
assert this of it, on account of its continuity. In the first 
place, therefore, here also it may be doubted, whether it is 
similarly the number or measure of every motion, in the 
same manner as it was dubious respecting the interval of 
motion. For how can any one numerate inordinate and 
anomalous motion, or what number or measure will there 
be of it, or according to what will the measure subsist? 
But if he numerates and measures with the same thing, 
both irregular and regular motion, whether swift or slow, 
the number and the measure will be a thing of such a kind, 
as if it were the decad, measuring both horses and oxen, or 
as if the same thing were the measure both of moist and 
dry substances. If, therefore, time is a measure of this 
kind, it has indeed been shown what the things are of, which 
time is the measure, viz. that it is the measure of motions, 
but it has not vet been shown what time is. If, however^ 
in the same manner as the decad when assumed without 
horses, may be understood as number, and a measure is a 
measure possessing a certain proper nature, though it 
should not yet ineasure any thing, thus also it is necessary 
time should subsist, being a measure; — if therefore time is 
such a thing in itself as number, in what will it differ from 
this number wliich subsists according to the decad, or from 
any other monadic nnmher ? But if it is a continued 
measure, being a certain quantity, it will be such a measure 
as a certain cubital magnitude. It will, therefore, be 
magnitude, such as a line accompanied with motion. But 
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liow, since it also runs, can it measure that with wlrieh 
it runs in conjunction? For why slionld one measure 
ratlier than the other ? And it is better and more probable 
to admit this not in every motion^ but in that with which it 
concurs. This, however, ought to be continuous, so far as 
the concurrent motion is successive. But that which 
measures ought not to be considered as subsisting exter- 
nally, nor as separate, but as at once measured inotioii. 
And what will that be which measures? Will the motion 
indeed be measured, but the magnitude be that wdiieh 
measures ? And wdiich of these will time be ? Will it be 
the measured motion, or the magnitude which measures ? 
For time will either be the motion wdiich is measured 
by magnitude, or magnitude which measures, or that which 
uses magnitude, as a cubit for the purpose of measuring 
the quantity of the motion. In all these, however, it 
is more probable as we have said to suppose that the 
motion is equable. For without ecpiability, and besides 
this, wdthout one motion of the universe, the doubt will be 
greater than that which results from admitting that time 
is ill some way or other the measure of motion. But 
if time is measured motion, and is measured by quantity, 
then just as if it were necessary that motion should 
be measured, it would not be requisite that it should 
be measured by itself, but by something else, thus also it 
is necessary, if motion has another measure besides itself, 
and on this account we are in want of a continuous 
measure, for the purpose of measuring it, that magnitude 
itself should have a measure, in order that the motion may 
be as much in quantity as its measure. And thus time 
will be the number of the magnitude attending the motion, 
and not the magnitude which runs in conjunction with the 
motion. 

It is necessary, however, to doubt what this number is, 
whether it is monadic, and how it n;ieasures ? For though 
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sorae one slioiild discover liow it measures, jet he would 
not find time measuring, hut a certain quantitj of time. 
This, however, is not the same with time [simplj considered]. 
For it is one thing to speak of time, and another, of so 
niiieh time. For prior to the so much, it is necessary to 
. say , what hhat: is w,hich is ,so' much. Is time,' therefore,: the:, 
number which measures motion externally ? Such as the 
deead in horses, and not that which is assumed together 
with horses. Tv hat this nuniber, therefore, is, has not 
been shown, which prior to measuring, is what it is, in the 
same manner as the deead. Shall we say it is that number 
which measures by running according to, the .prior 'and' 
posterior of motion ? ^ But it is not yet manifest what this 
number is ‘which measures according to prior and posteiior. 
That, however, which measures according to prior and 
posterior, whether by a point, or by any thing else, entirely 
measures according to time. This number,” therefore, 
which measures motion by prior and posterior, will be suc- 
cessive to, and in contact with time, in order that it may 
measure it. For prior and posterior, must either be assumed 
locally, as the beginning [and end] of a stadium, or tempo- 
rally. For in short, with respect to prior and posterior^ 
the former indeed is time ending in the now ; but the latter 
is time beginning from the noiL\ Time, therefore, is different 
from the number which measures motion according to prior 
and posterior, not only motion of any kind, but also that 

^ Time is defined by Aristotle, to be the mimher of motmi 
aciim'ding to prior and p)Ost€riG}\ which accords mfcli Plato’s defini- 
tioii of it in the “ Timmus,” viz. tlmt it is an eternal image flowing 
according to yiumhcr. For this shows that time subsists according 
to number which^ lias the relation of an image, and exists accord- 
ing to the order of motion, f.e. according to prior and posterior. 
In short, time is properly the measure of motion according to the 
flux of being, wliicb is the peculiarity of geyieration, or hecoming 
' ' 'b' 

^ For here, it is necessary to read apiOfioQ^ 
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■\vhkh is orderly. In the next place, why TNhen number is 
adjoiaed, whether according to the measured, or the 
nieasiiriiig, (for the same number may be both that which 
measures, and is measured) — why therefore when number 
is added, will there be time; but motion existing, and 
prior and posterior entirely subsisting about it, there will 
not be time ? Just as if some one should say that magni- 
tude is not as great as it is, unless some one apprehends 
what the quantity of it is. Since time, howerer, is, and is 
said to be infinite, how will there be number about it, 
unless a part of it being selected is measured, in which 
case it will hapjpen that it exists prior to its being measured. 
But why will not time be prior to the existence of soul 
that measures it ? Unless it should be said that the genera- 
tion of it is effected by soul ; since it is by no means neces- 
sary that time should exist because it is measured by soul. 
Bor it would exist as much as it is in quantity, though no 
one should measure it. And if some one should say that it 
is soul which uses magnitude for the purpose of measuring 
time, what will this have to do with the conception of time 
IX. But to say that time is am appendix of mbtion, is 
not to teach what time is, nor ought this to be said before 
it is shown what the appendix is. For perhaps it may be 
time. With respect to this appendix, however, it must be 
considered, whether it has a posterior, or simultaneous, or 
prior subsistence ; if there is an appendix of this kind. 
For in whatever manner it may be spoken of, it is spoken 
of in time. Hence, if this is time, it will follow that time 
is the appendix of motion in time. Since, however, we do 
not investigate what time is not, but what it is, and much 
has been said on this subject by many prior to us, according 
to each position, he who discusses these' would rather com- 
pose a history [than discover the nature of time]. To 
which may be added, that we have occasionally said some- 
thing concerning these difierent positions. Some things 
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also may be opposed from wliat lias been already said, to 
Inm •vsdio asserts that time is the measure of the universe, 
and likewise siicli ; other things as' have ' just . now:' been 
asserted respecting the. measure of , 'motion.-. For separate 
from iiiec|iiality, all the'' other particulars may , be adduced, 
which are .adapted to their positions. It follows, therefore, 
that ,we should now show what it is necessary to think time is. 

X. ' Again, tlieref ore, it is requisite that we should betake 
ourselves to that condition of being which we have said is 
ill eternity; a condition which is iniimit able, and at once 
total, a life now infinite and perfectly inflexible, and 
abiding in one, and directed to the one. But time xras not 
yet, or at least was not in those natures ; but was about to 
be generated ^ by the reason and nature of that which is 
posterior. Intelligibles, therefore, quietly energizing in 
themselves, he who desires to know how time first fell, 
will not perhaps call upon the Muses who did not then 
exist, to tell him. Perhaps, however, he will, since the 
Muses also then had a beiug.^ Perhaps, too, he will find 
time itself generated, so far as it is generated and unfolded 
into light, Bnt he wull speak about it as follows: 

Before this priority originated, and was indigent of the 
posterior, the former was quiescent together with the latter 
in being, time not yet existing ; but itself also quietly 
abiding \i.e. subsisting casually] in real being. A certain 

^ Time, as well as the wmrld, is said to have been generated, not 
because it once wars not, for it ahvays existed, but because it 
depends for its subsistence on causes naturally prior to itself. 

^ The Muses, considered according to their subsistence in Apollo, 
belong to the intellectual order, and are therefore superior to time. 
But if time is supposed to have had a beginning, then the Muses, 
according to their mundane subsistence, had no existence prior to 
the generation of time. To say, therefore, that the Muses did not 
once exist, is equivalent to the assertion that the intellectual is 
prior to the mundane order of them, according to nature, order, 
dignity, and causality. 
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nature, Iiowever, much, conversant with action, wishing to 
govern, and possess authority from itself, and chusing to 
explore more of the present, was itself indeed moved, and 
together with it likewise time, always tend-ing to hereafter 
and the posterior, and not to the same, but to another, and 
again another , existence. But we from, this motion pro- 
ducing a certain length of progression, conceive time to be 
the image of eternity. For since there was a certain unquiet 
power of the soul, wishing always to transfer what it there 
saw to something else, it was not willing that an at-once- 
collected all should be present with it. But as reason [Le. 
a productive principle] evolving itself from a quiet seed, 
produces as it fancies an abundant progression, abolishing 
the abundant by division, and instead of the one subsisting 
in itself, consuming the one wliich is not in itself, and thus 
proceeds into a more imbecile length ; in a similar manner, 
this nature of soul, producing the sensible through the 
imitation of the intelligible world, and being moved not 
with the motion which is there, but with a motion resem- 
bling it, and wishing to be its image, in the first place 
indeed, renders itself temporal, producing this instead of 
eternity. In the next place, it causes that which is gene- 
rated to be subservient to time, making the whole of it to 
be in time, and comprehending all the progressions of it 
in time. For the world is moved in the nature of soul ; 
since there is not any other place of this universe than soul, 
and in the time of soul it is moved. For soul exhibiting its 
energy successively, generates together with its energy that 
which is successive, and proceeds in conjunction with 
another reasoning process after that energy, which was not 
before ; since, neither was the discursive energy of reason 
effective, nor the present life of sonl similar to that which 
preceded it. Hence, at the same time, there is another life, 
and this other life will have another time. Distance of life, 
therefore [or the interval between one life and another], 
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will be attended with time. The perpetual extension of 
life also to the anterior part, tvill haye perpetual time : 
and the past life Yvill be accoinpaiiied with past time. If, 
therefore, some one should say that time is the energy ^ of 
soul, proceeding in a transitive motion from one life to 
another, will lie not appear to saj something to the pur- 
| 30 se'F- ■ Eor. if ''.eter is life consisting in.permaneneyy'' 
and in an invariable sameness of subsistence, and which is 
now iiiiinite, but it is necessary that time should be the 
image of eternit}’, just as this universe is the image of the 
iuteliigible world ; — if this be the case, instead of the life 
which is there, it is necessary there should be another life 
of the discursive power of the mundane soul, homonymous 
as it were to the life of eternity ; and instead of intellectual 
motion, that there should be the motion of a certain part of 
the soul. It is also necessary, that instead of an invariable 
sameness and permanency of subsistence, there should he 
that which does not abide in the same, but always has 
another and another energy. Likewise, that instead of an 
essence which is without interval and one, there should be 
an image of the one, and which possesses unity in continuity 
of succession. That instead of that which is now infinite, 
and a whole, there should be that which proceeds ad 

^ The word h'spyeia is omitted in the original. 

- Time, however, according to Proclus, is a medium "between 
that which is alone the cause of motion, as soul, and that which is 
alone immoveable, as intellect. Hence time is truly, so far as it is 
considered in itself, immoveable, but so far as it is in its partici- 
X^ants, it is moveable, and subsists together with them, unfolding 
itself into them. He adds, hence it is a certain proceeding intel- 
lect, established indeed in eternity, but }iroceeding and abundantly 
flowing into the tilings which are guarded by it. This definition 
of time by Proclus, axipears to me to be uncommonly beautiful 
and accurate. See the whole of the passage from which it is 
taken, in the Additional Notes to my translation of the *‘ TimaiUs” 
of Plato. 
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infinituTii.. accordiu^ to wlitit is porpGtiiQ,ll\ siiccGSsi'^ 
And that instead of an at-once-collected there should 

l>e that which is a whole according to parts, and is always 
ahoiit to be a whole. For thus it will imitate that which 
is now wholly wdiat it is, and which is at-oiice-collected, 
and inhnite, if it wishes its being to consist in perpetual 
acc|uisition ; since it will thus also imitate the being of 
eternity* It is necessary, however, not to assume time 
externally to soul, as neither is eternity in the intelligible 
world external to being. Kor again, must it be considered 
as any thing consecutive, or posterior to soul, as neither is 
eternity to being. B>ut it must be beheld within, and sub- 
sisting? together with soul, in the same manner as eternity 
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spliere itself [of the universe] ^vhich had not an existence | 

prior to time. For this sphere exists, and is moved in : 

time. And though time should stop, this sphere still con- 
tinuing to energize, we should nevertheless measui’e the 
‘cluratioxi of its perinanencj, as long as the permanency 
of eternity is external to it. If, therefore, this spherg^ 
becoming quiescent and united, time is taken away, it is 
evident that the comiiienceiiient of its motion, round the 
earth, and this its life, generate time. Hence, also, it is 
said [in the Tmians ” of Plato], that time was generated 
together wdth the universe, because ■ soul ■ produced it in 
conjunction with the universe. For in an energy of this 
kind, this world was generated. And this energy indeed 
is time, but the universe is in time. If, however, some 
one should say, that the circulations of the stars are also 
denominated by Plato times, he should recollect that he 
says these were generated for the purpose of rendering 
time manifest and distinct, and that the measure of it 
might be conspicuous to us. For since it was not possible 
for time itself to be bounded by soul, nor for each part of 
it to be measured by us, since it is invisible and incom- 
prehensible, and especially since this is impossible to those 
who do not know how to numerate,-— hence the Deminrgus 
made day and night, through which mankind were enabled 
to aj)prehend two things by their difference; from which, 
as Plato says, they arrived at the conception of number. 
Afterwards receiving the interval produced by the motion 
of the sun from the east to the east again, they apprehended 
what was the quantity of time, the form of the motion 
being equable.; adhering to which, we use a thing of this 
kind as a measure of time. For time itself is not a 
measure. For how could it measure ; and wdiat would it 
say if it measured ? Yv^ill it say this thing is as much in 
quantity as I am? Who therefore is it that says I ? Is 
it that according to which the measure subsists? Has it 
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not therefore an existence in order that it may measure, 
hut is not a measure ? Hence the measured motion of the 
iiniTerse -will be according to time. And time "will not be 
the measure of motion, according to that which it is, but 
according to accident, so that being something else prior 
to this, it renders the quantity of the motion mahifest. 
One motion also being assumed in so much time, and 
being frequently enumerated, leads to a conception of the 
quantity of time that is past. So that if some one should 
say that motion and circnlation, after a certain manner, 
measure time as much as possible, as manifesting in their 
quantity the quantity of time, which cannot in any other 
way be assumed or understood, he indeed will not adduce 
an absurd manifestation of time. Hence, that which is 
measured hy circulation^ viz. which is manifested, a.nd not 
generated hj it, will he time. And thus the measure of 
motion is that which is measured by a definite motion, and 
is measured by it, as being different from it. For if that 
which measures was one thing, and that which is measured 
another, but is measured accidentally ; in this case, it would 
be just as if some one should say that what is measured 
by a cubit is magnitude, but should not say what that is 
which defines the magnitude. It w'ould also be just as if 
some one not being able to render motion itself manifest 
on account of its indefinite nature, should say that motion 
i, is that -which is measured by place. For assuming the 

! place which motion passes through, he will say that the 

\ quantity of the motion is equal to the quantity of the 

•' place. 

: XII. Circulation, therefore, renders time, in which it is 

performed manifest. It is necessary, however, that time 
should no longer alone be that in which something is per» 
formed, but that prior to this it should be what it is, 
namely, that in which other things are moved and at rest, 
: ; in an equable and orderly manner ; and that from a certain 
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tiling of an orderly nature, it stouM become apparent, and 
shine forth to our conceptions, yet not be generated by this 
thing, -whether it is at rest, or in motiom It becomes, how- 
erer, more apparent when this thing is in motion. For 
motion contributes more to the knowledge, and transition 
to the nature of time than rest. And the quantity of the 
motion of a thing is more known than the quantity of its 
rest. Hence [some philosophers] have been induced to 
say that time is the measure of motion, instead of saying 
that it is measured by motion. In the next place, it is 
requisite to add what that is which is measured by motion, 
and not to adduce that which accidentally takes place about 
it, and this alternately. Perhaps, however, they do not 
intend to say that this takes place alternately, and we do 
not understand their meaning ; but they clearly asserting 
that time is a measure according to that which is measured, 
we do not apprehend their conceptions on this subject. The 
cause, however, why we do not, is because they have not 
clearly shown in their writings what time is, whether it is 
a measure, or that which is measured., as if ^ they were 
writing to those who were acquainted with their opinions, 
and to their auditors. Plato, indeed, does not say that 
the essence of time is either a measure, or that winch is 
measured by something, but asserts in order to render it 
manifest, that the circulation [of the universe] is allotted 
something which is the smallest [i,e. the centre,] for the 
purpose of unfolding the smallest part of time ; so that 
from hence both the quality and quantity of time may be 
known. Wishing, however, to manifest the essence of 
time, he says that it was generated together with the 
universe, and that it is a moveable image of its^ paradigm 
eternity; because neither does time remain, life not re- 
maining, in conjunction with which it runs and is con- 
volved. But he says, it was generated together with the 
universe, because such a life as this produced the universe, 
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tliHit lias been said, liowever, it is necessary to observe, that | 

when any one assumes the quantity of space passed over | 

by a man that is moved, he also assumes the: quantity of i- 

the motion, and when he assumes the quantity of the I 

motion, such for instance as is produced in walking, he I 

directs his attention to the boundary ^ of motion existing ; 

in the man prior to this motion, in order that he may 
judge whether he has wuxlked to the full extent of this 
boundary. And the body, indeed, which. has been moved 
in so much time, he refers to so much motion ; for this is 
the cause of its being moved; and to the time of this I 

motion. But he refers this motion of the body to the j 

motion of the soul which produced an equality of interval. * 

To what, therefore, will he refer the motion of the soul? I 

For that whatever it may be to which he may wush to j 

refer it, will be now without interval. Hence, this subsists j 

primarily, and is that in which the rest are contained ; but ; 

it is itself no longer contained in anything else. For there | 

is not any thing by which it can be contained. This, there- • 

fore, is primarily; and the like takes place in the soul of j 

the universe. Is then time in us also? May we not say i 

that it is in every such soul, that it subsists uniformly in | 

every similar soul, and that all of them are [in a certain 
respect] one? Hence, time wdll not be divulsed, since 
neither is eternity, which according to another charae- 
teristic is in all uniform natures. 



^ The word used by Plotinus here is Klv7}jia, which signilies in 
the Physics of Aristotle, the boundary of motion 
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ON THE IMMORTALITY OF THE SOUL 


I. Whether eacli [part], of iis is immortal, or tlie wliole 
perislies, or one part of ns is dissipated and corrupted, but 
another part perpetually remains, wliicli part is the man 
himself, may be learnt by considering conformably to 
nature as follows : Man, indeed, is not something simple, 
but there is in him a soul, and he has also a body, whether 
it is annexed to us as an instrument, or after, some other 
manner. However this may be, it must be admitted, that 
the nature and essence of each of these must be thus 
divided. Since the body, therefore, is itself a composite, 
reason shows that it cannot remain [perpetually the same] ; 
and sense likewise sees that it is dissolved and wastes 
away, and receives all- various destructions ; since each of 
the things inherent in it tends to its own [i.e. to the whole 
foimi from which it was derived], and one thing belonging 
to it corrupts another, and changes and perishes into 
something else. This, too, is especially the case when the 
soul, which causes the parts to be in frieniily union with 
each other, is not present with the corporeal masses. If 
each body, likewise, is left by itself, it will not be one, 
since it is capable of being dissolved into form and matter, 
from which it is also necessary that simple bodies should 
have their composition. Moreover, as being bodies they 
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liave magnitude, and consequently may l^e cut and ’broken 
into the smallest parts, and tlirough this are the recipients 
of corruption. Hence, if body is a part of us, we are not 
^diolly immortal But if it is an instrument [of the soul] 
it is necessary that being giyen for a certain time, it should 
be naturally a thing of this kind. That, howeyer, which 
is the most principal thing, and the man himself, will be 
that with reference to the body which form is with reference 
to matter, since this according to form is as body to matter ; 
or according to that which uses, the body has the relation 
to it of an instrument. But in each way soul is the man 
iiiinself. 

II. What, therefore, is the nature of this thing [soul]? 
If indeed it is a body, it is in eyery respect capable of being 
anaiYzed. Bor eyery body is a composite. But if it is 
not a body, but of another nature, that also must be con- 
siderecl either after the same, or after another manner. 
In the first place, howeyer, it must be considered into 
what body this body which they call soul ought to be 
analyzed. For since life is necessarily present with soul, 
it is'also necessary that this body which is supposed to be 
soul, if it consists of two or more bodies, should have a 
connascent life in both, or in each of them ; or that one of 
these should haye life, but tbe other not, or that neither 
should be yital. If, therefore, life is present with one of 
them only, this yery thing will be soul. Hence, what body 
will this be which has life from itself ? For fire, air, water 
and earth, are of themselyes inanimate ; and with which- 
ever of these soul is present, the life which it uses is advcu- 
titious. There are not, however, any other bodies besides 
these. And those to whom it appears that there are other 
bodies the elements of these, do not assert that they are 
souls, or that they have life. But if it should be said, that 
though no one of these bodies possesses life, yet the con- 
gress of them produces life, he who says this would speak 
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absurdly. And if eacli of tlieni has life, one will be suffi- 
cient. Or rather, it is impossible that a coaoeryation of 
bodies should produce life, and things void of intellect 
generate intellect. Moreover, neither will these, in what- 
ever manner they may say they are mixed, generate either 
intellect or soul.’’ Hence, it is necessary there should be 
that which arranges, and which is the cause of the mixture ; 
so that this will have the order of soul. For that which is 
compounded will not be that which arranges and produces 
the mixture. But neither will there be a simple body in 
the series of things, without the existence of soul in the 
universe ; if reason [or a productive principle] acceding to 
matter, produces body. For reason cannot proceed from 
any thing else than from soul. 

III. If some one, however, should say that an assemblage 
of atoms or impartibles produce soul by their union, such 
a one will be confuted by similitude of passion, and by 
apposition; since one thing will not thus be generated 
through the whole, nor will that which is co- passive be 
produced from bodies which are without passion and in- 
capable of being united. But soul is co-passive with itself. 
And of impartibles neither body nor magnitude can consist. 
Moreover, with respect to a simple body, they will not say 
that it has life from itself so far as it is material. Foi 
matter is void of quality. But they will rather say that 
■^vhat is arranged in body according to form possesses life. 
Hence, if they say that this form is essence, soul will not 
be both, but one of these ; and this will no longer be body. 
For this will not also consist of matter ; since if it did, -we 
must again analyze it after the same manneiy But if they 
assert that this form is a passion of matter and not essence, 
they must inform us what that is from which this passion 

^ The words ij 7^ovVf i] are omitted in the original ; but 

from the version of Ficiii’us it ax^pears that they oxigiit to be 
inserted. 
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and liie are deriyed into matter. For matter will not give 
form to itself, nor insert soul in itself. Hence,, it is neces- 
sary tliat there slionM be, something^ wliiclins the supplier 
of life, whether the supply, is to, matter, .or to„.a' certain 
body, this supplier being external to, and beyond every 
corporeal nature. Indeed, neither wiR there be any body, 
if there is no psychical power. For body [perpetually] 
flows, and its nature is in [continual] motion. The universe 
also would rapidly perish if all things were bodies ; though 
some one of them should be denominated souL ’ For it 
would suffer the same things as other bodies, since there 
would be one matter in all of them. Or rather, nothing 
would be generated, but all things would stop in matter, 
as there would not be any thing to invest it with form. 
Perhaps, too, neither would matter have any subsistence 
whatever. This universe also will he dissolved, if it is 
committed to the connexion of body, and the order of scml 
is given to body, as far as to names, viz. to air and a dis- 
sipable spirit, and which has not from itself any Hneness. 
For how is it possible, since all bodies are divisible, that 
this universe if it is committed to any one of them, should 
not be borne along in a foolish and casual manner ? Foi 
what order is there, or reason or intellect, in a pneumatic 
substance, which is in want of order from soul? But if 
soul, indeed, has a subsistence, all these will be subservient 
to it in order to the composition of the world, and the 
existence of every animal, a different power contributing 
from a different thing to [the perfection of] the whole. If 
soul, however, is not present to the whole of things, these 
will neither have a subsistence, nor any arrangement. 

lY. Compelled by truth, the authors of the above men- 
tioned hypothesis also testify, that it is necessaiy theie 
should be a certain form of soul prior to and more excellent 
than bodies. For they introduce a spirit endued with 
^ TO 7CCW is omitted in the oiiginai. 
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ilitellect, a,nd an intellectual fire, as if it was not possible 
there could be a better condition among beings without 
fire and spirit, and without a place in which it might be 
established, though they ought to have inyestigated where 
bodies, are to be placed; .for it is ■ necessaiy ,tha,t,. these 
siiould be established in the powers of soul. But if they 
a.ssert that life and soul are nothing else than a spirit or 
wind, we must enquire what this celebrated spirit iiitro« 
duced by them is, and how it subsists. For they are com- 
pelled to fly to this when they admit that there is another 
efficacious nature besides bodies. If therefore not every 
spirit is soul, because there are myriads of inanimate 
spirits, but a spirit subsisting after a certain manner is 
according to them soul, we ask them whether they say that 
such a spirit and this habitude is something belonging to 
beings, or nothing. But if indeed it is nothing, it will be 
a name alone. And its subsistence after a certain manner 
will be also merely a name, and thus it will be an accident 
to beings. Hence, according to them nothing but matter 
will have an esistence, and soul, deity, and every thing 
[except matter] will be merely names. If, however, habi- 
tude is something pertaining to beings, and diiierent from 
a subject and from matter, and subsists indeed in matter, 
but is itself immaterial, because it is not again composed 
from matter; — if this be the ease, it will be a certain 
reason [or productive principle] and will not be body, but 
of another nature. Farther still, from the following con- 
siderations it will be no less manifest that it is impossible 
for sonl to be any body whatever. For it would either be 
hot or cold, or hard, or soft, or moist, or fi^rni, or black, or 
white, and all such different qualities as are in different 
bodies. And if indeed it is hot alone, it will alone heat ; 
if cold alone, it will alone refrigerate. If also it is alone 
light, it will by its presence cause things to be light ; if 
heavy, it will alone render them heavy ; if black, it will 
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bkcljen ; and if wMte, will cause tbem to be J" 

it is not the province of fire to refrigerate, nor of cold to 
produce beat. But soul produces different ««««** “ 
different animals, and contrary effects m the same amma , 
fixing some things, but diffusing others. And some thmgs 
indeed it causes to be dense, but others rare, black, w i , 
light and heavy; though from the nature of one 
oimht to produce one quality only, and not different 

qualities. But now it produces many qualities. 

V With respect to motions also, why are different 
motions produced by the soul, and not one only, there 
beiii^ bat one [natural] motion of every bodyr hut it 
thev^assign deliberate choice as the cause of some motions 
and reasons [or productive principles] as the causes ot 
others, these indeed are rightly assigned. Deliberate 
choice, however, does not pertain to body, not reasons 
since they are different, but an elementary body is one and 
simple Nor can such a body be full of productive power, 
except so far as this is imparted to it by that which makes 
it to be hot or cold. But how can it belong to body to 
increase at certain times, and to a certain extent, since it 
is naturaUy adapted to be increased, except so far as the 
power of augmenting is assumed in the bulk of matter, 
and is subservient to that which through it produces the 
increase ? For if soul being body increases, it is necessary 
that it should also be increased, viz. by the addition of a 
similar body, in order that it may be of an equal bulk with 
that which is increased by it. And that which is added 
will either be soul, or an inanimate body. And if indeed 
it is soul, whence and how is it introduced, and how is it 
added? But if ihat which is added is inanimate, how is 
this animated, how does it accord with the preceding soul, 
and become one with it, and how does it entertain the 
same opinions with the former soul ? Will not this added 
soul, as being foreign, be ignorant of what the other 


: 

ll 


1 


ill 

;; 


143 



knows ? And in tlie same manner as witli another mass 
belonging to our frame, there will be an ehiiix from, and 
an influx into it, and nothing wil continue the same. 
How, therefore, shall we remember ? And how shall we 
recognize such things as are appropriate to ns, since we 
shall never employ the same soul? Moreover, if soul is 
body, since the nature of body is divided into many parts, 
each of the parts will not be the same with the whole. 
If, therefore, soul was a magnitude of a certain quantity, 
if this quantity should become less, it would no longer be 
soul; just as the being of every quantity is changed by 
ablation, from what it was before. But if some one of 
those things which have magnitude, being diminished in 
bulk, should remain the same in quality, so far indeed as 
it is body, and so far as it is quantity, it is different from 
what it was ; hut through quality which is different from 
quantity it is able to preserve itself the same. What, 
therefore, will those say who contend that the soul is 
body? In the first place, indeed, with respect to each 
part of the soul which is in the same body, is each part 
soul in the same manner as the whole soul ? And again, 
is this the case with the part of a part ? For if this is 
admitted, magnitude will contribute nothing to the essence 
of the soul ; though it is necessary that it should if soul is 
a certain quantity. The whole soul, likewise, is every 
where present with the body ; but it is impossible for the 
same corporeal whole to be in many things at the same 
time, or for a part of it to be the same as the whole. And 
if they say that each of the parts is not soul, then accord- 
ing to them, soul will consist of things inanimate. 
Besides, if the magnitude of each soul is definite, it will 
no longer be soul, if it is either extended or diminished. 
When, therefore, from one copulation and one seed, twins 
are begotten, or as in other animals many ofi'sprmg are 
produced, most of the seed being distributed into many 
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places, wliere also eacli part of the seed is a whole, how is 
it possible this should not teach those who are willing to 
learn, that where the part is the same with the whole, this 
in the Tery essence of itself transcends the nature of quan- 
tity ; and" ought from necessity to be without quantity, 
For thus alone it can remain the same, quantity being 
withdrawn, since it has no need of either quantity or bulb, 
its essence being something different from either. Hence soul 
and reasons [or productive principles] are void of quantity, 
YI. But that if soul is body, it will not be possible to 
p;irceive either sensibly or intellectually, or to know 
scic^ntiiicallY, and that there will neither’ be virtue, nor any 
thing beautiful [in human conduct,] will be manifest from 
the following considerations. Whatever is able to have a 
sensible perception of any thing, ought itself to be one, 
and to apprehend every thing by one and the same power. 
This will also be the case, if many things enter through 
many organs of sense, or there are many qualities about 
one thing, and like^vise when thei'e is a variegated appear- 
ance such as that of the face, through one thing. For one 
thing does not perceive the nose, and another the eyes, but 
the same thing perceives at once all the parts of the face. 
And though one thing proceeds through the eyes, but 
another through the ears, yet it is necessary there should 
be one thing at wdiich both these arrive. Or how could 
the soul say that these are different, unless the percep- 
tions of sense at once terminated in the same thing ? It is 
necessary, therefore, that this should be as it were a 
centre, that the senses should on all sides be extended to 
this, like lines from the circumference of a circle, and that 
a thing of this kind which apprehends the perceptions of 
sense should be truly one. For if it were any thing 
divisible, and the informations of the senses arrived at 
this as at the two extremities of a line, they must either 
again concur in one and the same thing as a middle, or 
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tliere would be au other thing there and another, and each 
would have a sensible perception of each; Just as if I 
should perceive one thing, but you another, even though 
the object of sense should be one thing, such as the face ; 
or they must be collected into one. And this indeed 
appears to be the cuse. For visible forms are collected in 
the pupils of the eyes ; or how through these could the 
greatest things be seen ? Hence, in a still greater degree 
the forms which arrive at the ruling part of the soul, 
become as it were conceptions ; and therefore this part also 
must be impartible. For if it had magnitude, it would be 
co-divided with the object of sensible perception. Hence, 
one part of it would perceive a part of the sensible object, 
and nothing in us would have the apprehension of* the 
whole of a sensible thing. But the whole is, one thing. 
For how can it be divided ? For in the division, eqnal 
cannot be adapted to equal, because the ruling part is not 
equal to every sensible thing. Into how many parts, 
therefore, must the. division of it be made ? Must it be 
divided into as many parts, as the sensible perception 
which is introduced to it, is divided into ? And will each 
of the parts of the soul, therefore, perceive the parts of 
the sensible object ? Or shall we say that the parts of the 
soul will not have a sensation of the parts of the thing 
perceived ? This however is impossible. But if any part 
whatever perceives the whole of the sensible object, since 
magnitude is adaj>ted to be divided infinitely, it will 
happen that infinite sensible perceptions will be produced 


about each part ; so that, for instance, there will be infinite 
images of the same thing in our ruling part. Moreover, 
if that which perceives is body, it will not be able to per- 
ceive in any other way, than as if certain images were 
impressed from wax in a seal ; whether the sensible forms 
are impressed in blood, or in air. And if, indeed, they are 
impressed as m moist bodies, which it is reasonable to 
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suppose they will be, if as in water, they will be con- 
founded, and there will be no memory. But if the impres- 
sions remain, either it will not be possible for others to be 
impressed while they remain, so that there will be no other 
sensible perceptions, or if others are produced, the former 
will be destroyed, so that there will not be a remembrance of 
any thing. But if it is possible to remember, and to have a sen- 
sible perception of other things after others, the former not 
impeding the latter, it is impossible for the sonl to be body. 

YII. The same tiling also may be seen from pain and 
the sensation of pain; wdien a man is said to have a pain 
in ills finger or about his finger. For then it is manifest 
that the sensation of pain is produced about the principal 
or ruling part; a portion of the spirit being pained, but 
the ruling part having a perception of the pain, and the 
whole soul in consequence of this sufe ring the same thing. 
How, therefore, does this happen? They wiE say by suc- 
cession, the psychical spirit about the finger suffering in 
the first place, but imparting the passion to that which is 
next to it, and afterw^ards to something else, until the pas- 
sion arrives at the ruling part. Hence, it is necessary if 
that which is primarily pained perceives, that there should 
be another sensation of that which is second, if sensation is 
produced according to succession. And likewise, that there 
should be another sensation of that which is the third in 
order ; that there should be many and infinite sensible per- 
ceptions of one and the same pain ; and that afterwards all 
these should be perceived by the ruling part, and besides 
these, that it should have a perception of its own passion. Tii 
reality, however, , each of these does not jierceive the pain 
that is in the finger; but one sensation perceives that the 
part of the palm of the hand which is next to the finger is 
pained, and another more remote sensation percei ves the pain 
which is in a more remote part. There will also be many 
pains, the ruling part not perceiving the passion which is 
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in tlie finger, but tliat wliicli is present witb itself. And 
tliis it will alone know, but will bid farewell to tlie otliers, 
not perceiving that tlie finger is pained. If, therefore, it is 
not possible that sensible perception of a thing of this 
kind should subsist according to succession, and it does 
not belong to body, since it is a bulk, that one part of it 
suffering, another part should recognize the suffering ; for 
in every magnitude this is one thing, and that another 
if this be the case, it is necessary that the power which 
perceives should be a thing of such a kind, as to be every 
where itself the same with itself. But this jiertains to any 
thing else rather than to body. 

VIII. Moreover, that neither will it be possible to per- 
ceive intellectually if the soul is body, may be demonstrated 
as follow^s. Bor if to perceive sensibly is, for the soul 
using the body to apprehend sensibles, intellectual percep- 
tion will not be an apprehension of the objects of vsuek, 
perception, through body. For unless this is admitted, 
intellectual will be the same with sensible perception. 
Hence, if to perceive intellectually is to apprehend without 
body, b}^ a much greater priority it is necessary that the 
nature which thus perceives should not be body. Farther 
still, if sense indeed is the perception of sensibles, intellec- 
tion is the perception of intelligibles. If, liovrever, they 
are not willing to admit this, yet there will be in us intel- 
lections of certain intelligibles, and aj^prehensions of things 
•without magnitude, Ho-w, therefore, will intellect if it is 
magnitude, understand that which is not magnitude, and 
by that wdiich is partible that w^hich is impartible ? Shall 
we say it will understand it by a certain impartible part 
of itself ? But if this be the case, that which understands 
will not be body. For there is no need of the whole in 
order to come into contact with the object of its intellec- 
tion ; since contact according to one certain thing is suffi- 
cient. If, therefore, they admit that the first intellections, 
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wliieli is true, are entirely liberated from body, it is neces- 
sary that the nature which intellectually perceives the form 
separate from body of each thing, should know either real 
being, or that which is becohiing to be. But if they say that 
intellections are of forms inherent in matter, yet they are 
then only apprehended w^hen by intellect they are separated 
from body. For the separation [ie. abstraction] of a 
circle aiidWngle, of a line and a point, is not effected in 
conjunction with flesh, or in short, wdth matter. Hence it 
is necessary that tlie soul also, in a separation of this Lind, 
should separate itself from the body. And therefore d is 
necessary that it should not be itself body. I think, like- 
wise, that the beautiful and the just are without magnitude, 
and conset^uently the intellection of these is unattended 
with magnitude. Hence, these approaching to us are 
a])prehended by that which is impartible in the soul, and 
in the soul they reside in the impartible. How also, if the 
soul is body, can temperance and justice be the virtues of 
it, which are its saviours, so far as they are received 
by it? 

IX. There must, therefore, be another nature which 
possesses existence from itself, and such is every thing 
which is truly being, and which is neither generated, nor 
destroyed. For without the subsistence of this, all things 
would vanish into non-entity, and this perishing, would 
not afterwards be generated; since this imparts safety to 
all other things, and also to the liniverse which through 
soul is preserved and adorned. For soul is the pi’inciple 
of motion, with which it supplies other things, itself 
moving itself, and imparting life to the animated body. 
But it" possesses life from itself, which it will never lose, 
because it is derived from itself. For all things do not use 
an adventitious life, or there would be a progression of life 
to infinity. But it is necessary there should be a certain 
nature primarily vital, which is also necessarily indestruc- 
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tible and immortal, as being the principle of life to other I 
things. Here, likewise, it is requisite that eveiw thim^ - 
divine and blessed should be established, living from itself, : 
and existing primarily being, and iirimarily vital, void of 
essential mutation, and being neither generated nor de- ' 
strojed. Hor whence could it be generated, or into what 
coidd it perish ? If, likewise, it is necessarv that the appel- 
lation of being should truly belong to this nature, it is 
requisite that^ it should not at one time exist, and at = 

another not ; just as a colour which is of itself white, is i 

not at one time white, and at another not white. If, how- ' 

ever, whiteness was [real] being, together with 'beinc- 
white. It would likewise always be. But now it possessed ' 

whiteness alone. That, however, to which being is present ' 

which IS from itself, and is primarily being, will alwavs 
have a subsistence. Hence, this which is primarily and 
perpetually being, ought not to be destitute of life, like a 
stone, or a piece of wood, but to be vital, and enjoy a pure 
Me, m that part of itself which is alone iiermanent. But 
that part of it which is mingled with a subordinate nature 
is an impediment to its possession of the best of things, yet 
it does not through this lose its nature, but resumes its 
ancient condition, when it recurs to things which are 
[truly] its own. 



X. That soul, however, is allied to a more divine and 
eternal nature, is evident from its not being body as we 
have demonstrated, and also because it bas neither figure 
nor colour. Moreover, this likewise may bo shown ff-om 
the following considerations. It is acknowledged by all of 
us, that every divine nature, and whicl^ is truly' beiu", 
enjoys an excellent and wise life. This, therefore, being 
admitted, it is necessary to consider in the next place, wbat 
the nature is of our soul. We must' assume the soul, how- 
ever, not receiving in the body irrational desires and 
angers, and other passions, but as abolishing all these, and 
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as* micli as possible baying no communication with tbe 
body, sucb a soul as this will perspicuously show 

that evils are an addition to the soul, and are externally 
derived ; and that the most excellent things are inherent 
in it when it is purified, viz. wisdom and every other 
virtue, which are its proper possessions. If, therefore, the 
soul is such when it returns to itself, how is it possible it 
should not belong to that nature which we say is possessed 
by every thing eternal and divine ? For wisdom and true 
virtue being divine, cannot be inherent in any vile and 
mortal thing ; but that which is of this kind is necessarily 
divine, as being full of divine goods, through an alliance 
and similitude of essence to a divine nature. Hence, who- 
ever of us resembles a soul of this description, will in soul 
itself cli'^er but little from superior beings ; in this alone 
being inferior to them, that he is in body. On ivhich 
account, also, if every man was such, or if the multitude 
employed souls of this kind, no one would he so incredulous 
as not to believe that our soul is entirely immortal. How, 
however, men perceiving that the soul of the greater part 
of the human race is defi.led v/itli vice, they do not reason 
about it, either as a divine or an immortal thing. Bid it 
is necessary f in considering the nature of every thing, to direct 
our attention to the purity of it ; since whatever is added, is 
always an impediment to the knowledge of tliPut to which 
it is added. Consider the soul, therefore, by taking away 
[that which is extraneous] ; or rather, let him who takes 
this away survey himself, and he will believe himself to be 
immortal, when he beholds himself in the intelligible 
world, and situated in a pure abode. For he will perceive 
intellect seeing not any thing sensible, nor any of these 
mortal objects, but by an eternal power contemplating that 
which is eternal j every thing in the intelligible world, and 
itself also being then luminous, in consequence of being 
enlightened by the truth proceeding from the good, which 
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illuminates all iiitelligibles w'itli reality. By such a soul ! 
as this, therefore, it may he properly said, ' 

Farewell, a God immortal now am Id 

having ascended to divinity, and earnestly striving to he- 
come similar to him. If, however, purification causes the 
soul to have a knowledge of the most excellent things, the 
sciences also which are inwardly latent will then shine 
forth, and which are truly sciences. For the soul does not 
by running to externals behold temperance and justice, but 
perceives them herself by herself, in the intellection of her- 
self, and of that which she formerly was, and views them 
like statues established, in herself, which through time have 
become covered with rust. These she then purifies, just as 
if gold were animated, and in consequence of being in- 
crusted with earth, and not perceiving itself to be gold, 
should be ignorant of itself; but afterwards shaking off 
the earth which adheres to it, should be filled with admira- 
tion on beholding itself pure and alone. Then, also, it 
would perceive that it has no need of adventitious beauty, 
and would consider with itself that it is then in the best 
condition when it is permitted to be wholly by itself. 

XI. therefore, endued with intellect will doubt 

that a thing of this kind is not immortal, to which in- 
destructible life is present from itself? For how is it 
p>ossible it should perish, since it is not adventitious, and 
is not possessed in the same way as heat is present with 
fire ? I do not mean by this, that heat is adventitious to 
fire, but that it is so to the subject matter of fire, though it 
is not to fire itself. For through this fire is dissolved. 
Soul, however, does not possess life in su€h a way, as that 
matter is the subject of it, but life acceding, demonstrates 
the ]3resence of soul. For either life is essence, and is an 
essence of such a kind as to live fi’om itself, which is soul, 



^ A celebrated line of Empedocles. 
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tlie object of onr investigcTtioii, and tliis they acknowledge 
to be immortal; or tbey must analyze it as a composite. 
This, also, they must analyze, till tliey arriTe at that which 
is iiiiniortal, and moved from itself, and to which it is not 
lawful to receive the destiny of death. Or if they say that 
life is a passion adventitious to matter, they are compelled 
to acknowledge that nature to be immortal from which 
this passion was imparted to matter, and which is incapable 
of receiving the contrary to that which it imparts. For it 
is one nature living in energy. 

XII. Farther still, if they say that every soul is corrup- 
tible, it -woiild be requisite that all things should have long 
since perished. But if they assert that one soul is corrup- 
tible, and another not, as for instance, that the soul of the 
universe is immortal, but ours not, it is necessary that they 
should assign the cause of this diherence. For each is the 
cause of motion, and each lives from itself. Each, like- 
wise, comes into contact with the same things by the same 
power, intellectually perceiving the natures in the heavens, 
and also those that are beyond the heavens, investigating 
everything which has an essential subsistence, and ascend- 
ing as far as to the first principle of things. To which may 
be added, that it is evident the soul gave being to itself 
prior to the body, from its ability of apprehending what 
each thing is, by itself, from its own inherent spectacles, 
and from reminiscence. And from its employing eternal 
sciences, it is manifest that it is itself perpetual. Besides, 
since everything which can be dissolved receives comj>osi- 
tion, hence, so far as a thing is a composite, it is naturally 
adapted to he dissolved. But soul being one simple energy, 
and a nature characterized by life, cannot be corrupted as 
a composite. Will it, therefore, through being divided 
and distributed into minute parts, perish ? Soul, however, 
is not, as we have demonstrated, a certain bulk or quantity. 
May it not, therefore, through being changed in quality, 
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be corrupted ? Change in quality however which corrupts 
takes away form, but leaves the subject matter. But this 
is the passion of a composite. Hence, if it is not possible 
for the soul to be corrupted accordiog to any of these 
modes, it is necessarily incorruptible. 

XIII. How, therefore, since the intelligible is separate, 
does the soul descend into body ? ^ Because so far as iii- 

^ Soids fall into bodies, (says Proelus in Tim. p. 343. ) because 
they wish to imitate the providential energies of the Cods, and 
on this account proceed into generation, and leave the conteni- 
])lation of true being. For as divine perfection is twofold, one 
kind being intellectual and the other providential, and one kind 
consisting in an abiding energy, but the other in motion, hence 
souls ^imitate the prolific, intellectual, and immutable energy of 
the Gods^ by contemplation, but their providential and motive 
characteristic, through a life conversant with generation. i\.s the 
intelligence too, of the human soul is partial', so likewise is her 
providence ; hut being partial it associates with a partial body. 
But still further, the descent of the soul contributes to the per- 
fection of the universe. For it is necessary that there should not 
only be immortal and intellectual animals, such as are the per- 
petiial attendants of the Gods, nor yet mortal and irrational 
animals only, such as are the last progeny of the Bemiurgns of 
tlie universe, but likewise such as subsist between these, and 
vdiicb are by no means [wholly] immortal, but are capable of par- 
ticipating reason and intellect. And in many parts of the universe, 
there are many animals of this kind. For man is not the only 
rational and mortal animal, but there are other such-like species, 
some of which are more dfemoniacal, and others approximate 
nearer to our essence. But the descents of a partial soul con- 
tribute to the perfect composition of all animals, which are at the 
same time mortal and rational. 

Should it be again asked, Why, therefore, are partial souls 
descending into generation filled ^vith such material perturbation, 
and such numerous evils ? We reply, that this takes place through 
the inclination arising fi*om their free will ; through their vehe- 
ment familiarity with body ; through .their sympathy with the 
image of soul, or that divisible life which is distributed about the 
body; through their abundant mutation from an intelligible to a 
sensible nature, and from a quiet energy to one entirely conver- 
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tolieet alone is impassi%^e in iiitelligibies, having an intellec- 
tual life alone, it abides there eternally. ¥oy it has not 
any impulse, or appetite. But that which'receives appetite, 
and is nest in order to that intellect, by the addition of aj^pe- 
tite proceeds as it were to a greater extent, and being de- 
sirous to adorn, in imitation of the forms which it sees in 
iiiieilect, it becomes as it were pregnant from them, 
lienee, Ijeeoming parturient, it hastens to make and fabri- 
cate, and tlirough this festination becoming extended about 
a sensible nature, when it subsists in conjunction mth the 
soul of the universe, it transcends the subject of its goverii- 
lueiit, by being external to it, and thus together mth the 
niundane soul j^resides over the universe with a providen- 
tial care. But when it wishes to govern a j>art of the 
world, it then governs alone, and becomes [merged] in that 
ill which it is ; yet not so as to be wholly absorbed by 
body, but even then it possesses something external to 
body. ■■ Hence, neither is the intellect of tiiis soul passive. 
But this soul is at one time in body, and at another ex- 

sant with motion ; and through a disordered condition of being, 
naturally arising from the composition of dissimilar natures, viz. 
of the immortal and mortal, of the intellectual and that which is 
depiived of intellect, of the indivisible and that which is endured 
with interval. For all these become the cause to the soul of this 
mighty tumult and labour in the realms of generation ; since we 
pursue a flying mockery which is ever in motion. And the soul, 
indeed, by verging to a material life, kindles s. light in her dark 
tenement the body, but she herself becomes situated in obscurity; 
and by giving life to the body, she destroys herself and her own 
intellect, in as great a degree as these are capable of receiving 
destruction. For thus the mortal nature participates of intel- 
lect, but the intellectual part of death, and the whole becomes a 
prodigy, as Plato beautifully observes in his LaAVS, composed of 
the mortal and immortal^ of the intellectual and that Avhicli is 
deprived of intellect. For this physical law, which binds the 
soul to the body, is the death of the immortal life, but is the cause 
of vivificatiou to the mortal body 
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ternal to it. And being impelled, indeed, to descend from 
first natures, it proceeds as far as to such as rank in tlie 
tMrd degree, and to tliose -with wliicli we are coiiTersaiit, 
hj a certain energy of intellect ; intellect at tlie same time 
abiding in itself, and tbrough soul filling every thing with 
all that is beautiful, being an immortal adorner through an 
immortal soul. For intellect itself also exists eternally, 
through unceasing energy. 

XIY. With respect to the souls of other animals, such 
among these as have fallen from a better condition, and 
have proceeded as far as to brutal bodies, these likewise 
are necessarily immortal. But if there is another species 
of soul, it is necessary that this also should not he derived 
from any other source than a vital nature, since this like- 
■wise is the cause of life to animals, and besides this, of the 
life which is in plants. For all these proceeding from the 
same principle, have an appropriate life of their own. And 
these souls also are incorporeal, impartible, and essences. 
If, however, it is requisite that the soul of man being tri- 
partite should be dissolved with the composite, we must 
say that pure souls which are liberated from the body, dis- 
miss that which adhered to them in generation ; but that 
this is accomplished by others in long periods of time. 
That also wdiich is dismissed, is the worst part, nor will 
this be destroyed, as long as that subsists from wdience it 
originates. For nothing which is comprehended in being 
perishes. 

XY. And thus much has been said by us to those who 
require demonstration on this subject. But such things 
as should be adduced to those who stand in need of the 
evidence arising from faith mingled with sensible informa- 
tion, may be selected from history, which abounds with in- 
stances in confirmation of the immortality of the soul. It 
may also be obtained from what the Grods have delivered 
in Oracles, when they order the anger of souls that have 
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been injured, to be appeased ; and likewise bonoiirs to be 
paid to'tbe dead, as being still sentient, -wMcli honours all 
men pay to departed souls. Many souls also who once 
ranked among men, do not cease when liberated from 
bodies to benefit mankind. And these by employing 
dmnation ' . benefit , ' us in other respects, ' .and • . demon- ; 
'strate through theiiiselTes, that' other souls also,'- do ..not: 

■ .perish; 





YIII. 



ON THE THEEE HYPOSTASES, THAT 
HANK AS THE PRINCIPLES 
OF THINGS. 


I. What is the reason that souls heeome ohlivions^ of 
divinity, being ignorant both of themselves and him, 
though their allotment is from thence, and they in short 
partake of God? The principle therefore of evil to them 
is audacity, generation, the first difference," and the -wish 
to exercise an unrestrained freedom of the will When, , 
therefore, tFey began to be delighted with this unbounded 
liberty, abundantly employing the power of being moved 
from themselves, they ran in a direction contrary [to their 
first course!, and thus becoming most distant from their 
source, they were at length ignorant that they were thence 
derived Just as children who are immediately tom from 
their parents, and have for a long time been nurtured at a 
o-reat distance from them, become ignorant both of them- 
Llves and their parents. Hence, souls neither seeing their 
father, nor themselves, despise themselves through ignor- 
ance of their race, but honour other things, and admiring 
The five genera of being are, essence, sameness, diference, 
motion and permanency. This diference therefore, which ranks 
' as the first, and which is the source of all diversity, causes souls 
by iredoniiuating in them to be forgetful of deity, and themselves. 
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eveiT tbing rather thaa themselyes, he^ 
astoLislied about, aud adberiug ^ 

as much as possible burl tbemselTes [from tbeii tra^ 
parents i, and thus despise tbe beings from ^bij tbej 
Lve become elongated. Hence, the bonorn: wbieb they 
pay to sensible objects, and tbe contempt of tbemsekes 
bi-pen to be tbe causes of tbeir all-perfect ignorance. Hoi 

and acbnoivledge themselves to be inferior to that -^bich 
they admire and pursue. But tbe ted 

is somethino. subordinate to things ybicb are gj'^eiated 
and corrupted, and apprehending 

ignoble and mortal of every thing which it bonou s, 
neither believes in tbe nature nor power of God. Hence 
I is necessary that there should be a twofold discourse to 
those who are thus affected, in order to ^ 

contraries [to the things they admire], and to fli.t natuies, 
and to elevate them as far as to that which is ’ 

one and the first. What, therefore, is each of these dis- 
courses ? One of them, indeed, is that which shows the 
iL why the soul honours these sensible objects which 
we have elsewhere largely discussed ; but the other teac es 
and reminds the soul of the gi-eatness of its origin, and ts 
true dignitv; which discussion is prior to the former, and 
when manifested will render that manifest. Of this, there- 
fore, we must now speak. Hor this is proxima,te and con- 
ducive to the object of enciuiry. For that which is investi- 
gated is soul ; and what it investigates shoiBd be known by 
I in order that it may in the first place learn whetherlt 
his the power pf investigating things of this kind; and 
also whether it has such an eye as is able to see therm aud 
whether they are properly objects of its enquiry. For 
they are foreign to fts nature, why should it 
them ? But if they are allied to it, it is expedient an 

possible to discover them. 
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(j i II. Every sotil,., therefore, ouglit consider' th;,; tlie .first,, 

jj * place, tliat.soiil produced all animals, and,. inspired filteiii' 
v/itli life; viz. those ■ animals which ‘ the . earth and' sea 
H nourish, those which live in the air, , and the . divine, , stars 

''I contained in the heavens. .Soul also made : the siiii ; soul 

li , ■ made and adorned this mighty heaven.,^ Soul, ' too, '.circiim.- 

I',; volves it in; an orderly course, : being of a nature different 

from the things which it adorns, which it moves, and 
causes to live, and is necessarily more honourable than 
these. Eor these are corrupted when soul deserts them, 
and generated when it supplies them with life. But soul 
always exists, because it never deserts itself. What the 
mode is, however, by which life is supplied to the universe, 
and to each of its parts, may be considered to be as follows : 
Let a certain other soul whose dignity in contemplating is 
not small, being liberated from deception, and the allure- 
ments which fascinate other souls, be established in a 
quiet condition and survey a mighty soul. And let not 
only the surrounding body and the storms of body be at 
rest with respect to it, but the whole of that by which it is 
surrounded. Let the earth, therefore, be still ; let the 
sea be still, the air, and the heavens themselves which are 
more excellent than the elements.^ Afterwards, let this 


’ Proclus liad evidently this heaiitifiil passage in view, when, in 
his second hook '‘‘On the Theology of Plato,” he celebrates the 
ineffable principles of things, with the following xnatcliiess magni- 
hcence of diction. 

“ Let us now, if ever, remove from ourselves multiform know- 


ledge, exterminate all the variety of life, and in perfect quiet 
approach near to the cause of all things. For this purpose, let not 
only opinion and phantasy be at rest, nor the passions alone vdiich 
impede oui- anagogic impulse to the first be at peace ; but let the 
air be still, and the universe itself be still. And let all things 
extend us with a tranquil power to communion with the ineffable. 
Let us also, standing there, having transcended the intelligible (if 
we contain any thing of this kind), and with nearly closed eyes 
adorint^ as it were the rising sun since it is not lawful for any 









splBnclicl, and g'oiden to tli6 view, tlins also, soul entering 
into the body of heaven gave it life, gave it immortality, 
and excited it from its torpid state. But heaven being 
moved with a perpetual motion, through the guidance of 
a wise soul, became a blessed animal. It also acquired 
dignity tlirougli soul lieeoming its inhnliitcint, since, piior 
to soiii, it was a dead body,, viz. eartli and water, or ratber 
,tlie darkness of matter and non-entity; and, as some, one, 
says, that wbieli tlie G-ods ablior. The power, however, 
and nature of soul will become stiU more apparent and 
nianifest, if any one directs his attention to the maniiei in 
which it comprehends and leads heaven by its will, hor it 
gives itself to the whole of this vast magnitude ; and 
every interval, both great and small, is animated by it; 
one body indeed, being situated differently from another, 
and some bodies being opposite, but others being sus- 
pended from each other. This, however, is not the case 

being whatever intently to behold him— let us survey the sun 
whence the light of the intelligible gods proceeds, emerging, as 
the poets say, from the bosom of the ocean ; and again, from this 
divine tranquillity descending into intellect, and from intellect, 
employing the reasonings of the soul, let us relate to ourselves 
what the natures are, from which, in this progression, we shall 
consider the first god as exempt. And let us as it were celebrate 
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vitli soul. 'For it does not gwe life to indi¥idiials, tliroiigli 
a division of itself into minute paxts, but it vivilies all 
things with the whole of itself ; and the whole of it is 
present every where, in a manner similar to its generator, 
both ' according to oneness and ubiquity. Heaven, also, 
though it is ample, and difEerent parts of it have a dif- 
ferent situation, yet is one through the power of soul. And 
through this the sensible world is a G-od. The sun, like- 
wise, Ts a Grod, because it is animated. And this is also 
the case with the other stars. Whatever we too possess, 
we possess on account of this. For dead bodies are more 
worthless than dunghills. It is necessary, however, that 
soul, which is the cause to G'ods to the mundane 
Gods] of their being Gods, should be itself a more ancient 
God. Similar to this likewise is our soul. And when it 
is surveyed in a pure condition, without any thing ex- 
traneous adhering to it, this same thing which is soul will 
be found to be a venerable thing, and more honourable 
than every corporeal nature. For [perhaps without soul 
all things would be earth. And though fire should then 
exist, what would there be [venerable] in its burning 
power, or in the composites from fire and earth, even 
though you should add to these, water and air Fut if 
body is an object of pursuit because it is animated, why 
does any one, neglecting himself, pursue another thing? 
Since, therefore, yon admire soul in another thing, admire 
yourself. 

III. Hence, as the soul is so honourable and divine a 
thing, now confiding in a cause of this kind, ascend with it 
to divinity. For you will not be very distant from him ; 
nor are the intermediate natures many. In this, therefore, 
which is divine, receive that part which is more divine, viz, 
the vicinity of the soul to that which is supernal, to which 

1 It appears from the version of Ficinus, that the words dv£^> 
ought to be supplied in this place. 
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file soul is posterior, and from wliicli it proceeds. For 
it is so great a tiling as we itave demonstrated it • 
to be" yet it is a certain image of intellect. And, jnst as 
external diseoiii’se is an image of tbe discursive energy 
within the soul, after the same manner, soul, and the 
whole of its energy, are the discourse of intellect, and a life 
which it emits in order to the hypostasis of another thing; 

I just as in fire, the inherent heat of it is one thing, and the 
*' " iieat -which it imparts another. It is necessary, however, 
i to assiiiiie there, not a life flowing forth, but partly abiding 
in intellect, and partly giving subsistence ^to another life. 
Hence, since soul is derived from intellect, it is intellectual, 
and the intellect of soul is conversant with discursive 
energies. And again, the perfection of soul is from in- 
tellect, as from a father that nourishes it, who generated 
soul, as with reference to himself, not perfect. This 
hypostasis, therefore, is from intellect, and is also reason 
in energy when it perceives intellect. For when it looks to 
intellect, it possesses internally, and appropriately, the 
things which it understands, and the energies which it 
performs. And it is necessary to call those energies alone 
the energies of the soul, which are intellectual and dwell 
with it. But its subordinate energies have an external 
i source, and are the passions of a soul of this kind. 
Intellect, therefore, causes the soul to be more divine, both 
because it is the father of it, and because it is present with 
it. For there is nothing between them, except the difier- 
ence of one with reference to the other, soul being suc- 
cessive to, and the recipient of intellect; but intellect 
subsisting as fosm. The matter also of intellect is beauti~ 

^ ful, since it has the form of intellect, and is simple. The 
great excellence, however, of intellect, is manifest from 
Siis, that though soul is such as we have described it to 
be, yet it is surpassed by intellect. 

IV. This also will be evident to him who admires this 
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sensible world ; who surveys its magnitude and beauty, 
and the order of its i^erpetual motion ; the Gods it con- 
tains, some of whom are visible, and others invisible ; and 
the daemons, animals and idants, wdth which it is replete ; 
and Wfdio ascends from these to its archetype, and, the nioie 
true world [of which this is the image] . hor there he will 
behold all iiiteliigibles, which together with the iiitenigilde 
world are eternal, and subsist iu an appropriate^ intelli- 
gence and life. An uiidecaying intellect, likewise, and 
immense wisdom preside over this intelligible world; 
and a life which is in reality under Saturn, flourishes 
there ; Saturn being a God, and a pure intellect. Eor he 
comprehends in himself all immortal natures, every intel- 
lect, every God, and every soul, all which subsist in him 
with invariable stability. For wdiy should he seek after 
change, since he possesses an excellent condition of being ? 
Or whither should he transfer himself, since he possesses 
all things with himself ? But neither, being most perfect, 
will he seek to be increased. Hence, all things that are 
with him are perfect, in order that he may be entirely 
perfect, having nothing which does not partake of perfec- 
tion ; and possessing nothing in himself which he does not 
intellectually perceive. But he intellectually perceives, 
not investigating, but possessing.’ Its blessedness, also, is 
not adventitious to it, but it possesses all things in eternit} . 
A^nd it is itself truly eternity, which time running roimd 
soul imitates, omitting some things, but applying itself to 
others. For other and again other things are about soul ; 
since at one time the form of Socrates, and at another the 
form of horse present themselves to its view ; and ahvays 
one certain thing among the number of beings. But 
intellect has all things. Hence, it possesses in the same 
all things established in the same.' It likewise alone is, 

1 Conformably to tliis, Aristotle also, in his Metaxjhysics, says 
of intellect, ** that it energizes possessing,” dk 
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and is always, but is neyer future ; for when the future 
arrives 5 it then also is ; nor is it the past, For nothing 
there has passed away, but all things abide in the present 
noiv ; since they are things of such a kind, as to be satis- 
fied with tliemsdYes thus subsisting. But each of them is 
intellect and being. And the whole is every intellect, and 
every being. Intellect, therefore, derives its subsistence 
as' intellect, from ^ intellection^ of being.' ^But being 
subsists, as being, through becoming the ■ object of in- . 
tellectual perception to intellect, and through imparting 
to it, intellection and existence. There' is, however, 
another cause of intellection, which is also the cause of 
existence to being. Of both therefore at once, there is 
another cause. For both these ax’e con-subsistent, and 
never desert each other. But being two, this one thing 
[resulting from both] is at once intellect ; and is being, 
intellective, and intelligible. It is intellect, indeed, so far 
as it is intellective ; but being, so far as it is intelligible 
[or the object of perception to intellect]. For intellectual 
perception could not subsist, difference and sameness not 
existing. Intellect, therefore, being, difference and same- 
ness, are the first of things. But it is likewise necessary to 
assume together with these, motion and permanency. And 
motion, indeed, is necessary if being intellectually per- 
ceives ; but permanency in order that it may remain the 
same ; and difference, in order that it may be intellective 
and intelligible. For if you take away difference from it, 
then becoming one it will be perfectly silent. It is neces- 
sary, however, that intellective natures should be different 
from each other-; and that they should also be the same 
wutli each other, since they subsist in the same thing, and 
there is something common in all of them. Diversity, 


^ Instead of 6 fdv ovv rove, Kara to voelv v(jiLffT&Q, to bv, it is 
necessary to read as in the above translation, 6 fikp ovv rove, tcard 

TO voe^v V^lffTdQ TO OP* 




likewise, is otherness, '. But these becoming iiiany proaiice 

numto- and quantity. Ajid the peculiarity of each of 
these produces quality, from all which, as principles, other 
things proceed. ; ^ 

'' V. .This exuberant" God, therefore, exists in; the, soiil 
which, K here, being conjoined to .him bv thingsyof this : , 
hind, nnless it wishes to depart' from him. Approaching 
therefore to, and as it were becoming one with him, it en- 
qnires as follows Who is he that, being simple and prior 
to a multitude of this kind, generated this God ? Who is 
the canse of his existence, and of his being exuberant, and 
by whom number was produced? For number is not the 
£rst of things ; since the one is prior to the duad. But the 
duad is the "second thing, and being generated by the one, is 
defined by it. The duad, however, is of itself indefinite. 
But when it is defi.ned, it is now number. And it is 
number as essence. Soul also is number. For neither 
corporeal masses nor magnitudes are the first of things. 
For these gross substance which sense fancies to be beings, 
are things of a posterior nature,- hlor is the moisture 
which is in seeds honourable, but that contained in them, 
which is not visible. But this is number and reason [or a 
productive principle]]. W^hat are said therefore to he 
number and the duad in the intelligible world, aie leasons 
and intellect. But the duad indeed is indefinite, when it 
is assumed as analogous to a subject. ITumber, however, 
which proceeds from it and the one, is each foim of things , 
intellect being as it were formed by the species of things 
which are generated it it. But it is formed in one mannex 
from the one, and in another from itself, in the same 
manner as sight which is in energy. For intelligence is 
sight perceiving, both being one. 

VI. How, therefore, does intelligence see ; what does it see ; 
and, in short, how does it subsist ; and how is it generated from 
the one, so that it may see ? For now indeed the soul perceives 
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thenecessity of tlie existence of these things. It desires, how- ^ 

ever, to understand this which is so much spoken of hy the 
wise men of antiquity, Tiz. how from the one being such as I 

we have said it is, each thing has its subsistence, whether 
it be multitude, or the duad, or number ; and why the one 
did not abide in itself, but so great a multitude flowed from 
it, as is seen to hare an existence, and which we think 
should be referred to the one. We must say, therefore, as 
follows, invohing Ood Mmsedf, not ndth external speech, Mi 
with the soulits'elf, extending ourselves in prayer to him, since 
ice shall then he aMe to pray to him properly, when we 
approach hy ourselves alone to the alone. It is necessary, 
therefore, that the beholder of him, being in himself as it 
in the interior part of a temple, and quietly abiding in an 
eminence beyond all things, should survey the statues as 
it were which are established outwardly, or rather that 
statue which first shines forth to the view, and after 
the following manner behold that which is naturally 
adapted to he beheld. With respect to every thiug that is 
moved,^ it is necessary there should be something to which 
it is moved. Por if there is nothing of this kind, we 
should not admit that it is moved. But if any thing 
is generated posterior to that to which the moveable nature 
tends, it is necessary that it should always he generated m 
consequence of that prior cause being converted to itself. 

Let, however, the generation which is in time he now 
removed from ns who are discoursing about eternal beings. 

And if in the course of the discussion we attribute genera- 
tion to things which exist eternally, let it he considered as 
indicative of cause and order. Hence, that which is from 
thence generated, must he said to be generated, tbe cause 
not being moved. Por if sometbing was generated in con- 
sequence of that cause being moved, the thing generated 
* Instead of iravra n? Kwavpiviii in this place, it is necessary to 

read £7ri Tram rtf 
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after tMe motion would be tlie third, and not the secon i from 
the cause. It is necessary, therefore, the cause being 
immoveable, , that 'if any thing secondary subsists aftei 

it, this second nature should be produced, without the 
cause either verging to it, or consulting,' or in short being 
moved. How, therefore, and what is it necessary to con- 
ceive about that abiding cause ? We must conceive a sur- 
rounding splendour, proceeding indeed from this cause, 
hut from it in a permanent state, like a light from the sun 
shining, and as it were running round it, and being gene- 
rated from it, the cause itself always abiding in the same 
immoveable condition. All beings, likewise, as long as 
they remain, necessarily produce from their own essence, 
about themselves, and externally from the power which is 
present with them, a nature whose hypostasis is suspended 
from them, and which is as it were an image of the arche- 
type from which it proceeded. Thus fire emits from itself 
indeed heat, and snow not only retains cold within itself 
[but imparts it to other things]. This, however, such 
things as are fragrant especially testify. Por as long 
as they exist, something proceeds from them, of which 
whatever is near them partakes. All such things, like- 
wise, as are now perfect generate ; but that which is always 
perfect, always generates, and that which it produces is per- 
petual. It also generates something less than itself. What, 
therefore, is it requisite to say of that which is most per- 
fect? Shall we say that nothing proceeds from it; or 
rather that the greatest things posterior to it are its 'pro- 
geny? But the greatest thing posterior to it, and the 
second, is intellect. For intellect sees it, and is in want of 
it alone. But this most perfect nature is not in want of 
intellect. It is also necessary that the thing generated 
from that which is better than intellect, should be intellect. 


For fiov\7}9kvTog here, it is requisite to read (SovXivOkvros. 
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And intellect is superior to all things after the first, because 
other things are posterior to it. Thus, for instance, soul is 
the reason of intellect, and a certain energy of it, just as 
intellect of that first God [who is beyond intellect]. ^ But 
the reason of soul is indeed obscure. For as it is the image 
of intellect, on this account it is necessary that it should 
loot to intellect. After the same manner also, it is neces- 
sary that intellect should look to the highest God, in order 
that it may be intellect. It sees him, however, not 
separated from him, but oecause it is after him, and there 
is nothing between ; as neither is there any thing between 
soul and Intellect. But every thing desires its generator. 

Tills also it loves, and especially when that which is gene- 
rated and the generator are alone. When, however, that 
which generates is the most e-vcellent of things, the thing 
begotten is necessarily present with it in such a manner, as 
to be separated by otherness ’ alone. 

VII. But we say that intellect is the image of this most j 

excellent nature. For it is necessary to speak more clearly. ! 

In the first place, indeed, it is necessary that intellect 
should in a certain respect be generated, and preserve [in 
itself] much of its generator ; and also that it should have 
such a similitude to it, as light has to the sun. Its gene- 
rator, however, is not intellect. How therefore did he 
generate intellect [so far as it is intellect ? hlay we rrot I 

Ly, because intellect, by conversion, looks to him? But | 

the vision itself is intellect. For that which apprehends 
another thing, is either sense or intellect. And sense 
indeed may be compared to a line, but the other gnostic 

1 In the original ireporijn, which is derived from 'hepoe another. 

And this word is properly used when we speak of two things only. 

Hence, ireportiQ must net he considered in this place as merely 
signifying difference ; for universally one thing is separated fmm 
another by difference, hut as denoting the greatest proximity and 
alliance. 
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powers of tlie sonl to a circle. A ciiTle, however, of this 
icind is as it Were partible. But this is not the case with 
intellect. Or may we not say that this also is one r But 
the one here is the power of all things. Hence intelligence 
surveys those, things of which it is the power, divided as it 
were from the power ; for otherwise it would not he intel- 
lect. For intellect now possesses from itself a co-sensation 
as it were of the great extent of its power ; in which power, 
its essence, consists. Intellect, therefore, through itself 
defines its own being, hy a power derived from him [i.e. 
from the first God,] and perceivesthatessenee is as it were 
one of the parts of and from him, and that it is corrobo- 
rated hy him, and perfected by and from him into essence. 
It sees,' however, itself derived from thence, as something 
which is as it were partible from that which is impaitihle ; 
and not only itself, hut life, and intellection, and all things, 
because the'fii-st God is nothing of all things. For on this 
account all things are from him, because he is not detained 
by a certain form. For he is one alone. And intellect, in- 
deed, in the order of beings is all things. But he on this 
account is none of the things which are in intellect ; and all 
things Tfhich have a subsistence among beings are derived 
from him. Hence also these are essences. For they are 
now definite, and each possesses as it were a form.^ Being, 
however, ought not to be surveyed in that which is as 
it were indefinite, hut as fixed hy hound and permanency. 
But permanency in intelligihles is circumscription and 
form, in which also they receive their hypostasis. This 
intellect, therefore, which deserves the appellation of the 
most pure intellect, and which is of the genus of mteUi- 
gibles, originates from no other source than the first prin- 
ciple. And being now generated, it generates together 
with itself beings, all the beauty of ideas, and all the intel- 
ligible Gods. Being, Hkewise, full of the things which it 
generates, and as it were absorbing its progeny, it again con- 
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them in itself, and does not suffer them to fall into 
- -r to he nourished hy Ehea, as the mysteries and 
f^ffrs'’about the Gods obscurely indicate. _ For they say 
fc Saturn the most wise God was born prior to Jupiter, 
contains the things which he generates, 
far as he is fuU, and an intellect charac- 
But after this they say that he gene* 
hoy pure and full], 
jenerates soul. ' Eor 
-qiiisite that it should generate, 
that it should not he un- 
it possible that the 


tarns 

matter, nor 
the 
tha" 

and that he again 
ill himself, so 
terized by purity 
rated Jupiter, „ who was now^ a 
•For intellect, being a perfect intellect, g( 
being perfect it is i 
and since it is so greoi a power 
prolific. E’either here, however, is _ 

Lin o- oenerated should he more excellent than the gene- 
ritoiL hut being inferior, it is necessary that it ^ 

an ima-^e of it. In a similar manner it is requisite that it 
should be indefinite, but bounded, and as it were 
with form hy its aenerator. But the progeny of intellea 
r a certain reason, and an hypostasis which energizes 
dianoetilllv. This, howoTer, is that which is moved about 
intellect, is the light of inteUect,' and a vesfagm 
from it Hence, according to one part of itself it is 
fred with it, and on this account it is i^plete with 
anriioys it, participates of, and intellectual y perceives 
r. bi^ Iccording to another part, it comes into contact 
whh things posterior to itself, or rather, generates them, 
and which are necessarily inferior to soul. About these, 
however, we sliall speak hereafter. And as far as to these 

is the progression of divine natures. ^ , a -k^ 

Till On this account all things are u.stri lu e y 
Plato in a triple order about the king of aB. 

“that all things are about the king of all; second 

lip Is a light emanoiing from intellect. _ 

- There is evidently a defect here in the original ; for there « 
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tilings about that wMcli is second, and such as are third, 
.about that which', ranks- as ■ the third.” He also say s^ that '■ 
this king is the father ^ of cause, denominating intellect 
cause. 'For with Plato, intellect is the deininrgns. But 
he says that this cause produced soul in that Crater [men- 
tioned by him in,the..Tmiseus]. The cause, however, being 
intellect, he says that the father® is the good, and. that 
which is beyond intellect, and beyond essence. In many 
places, also, he calls being and intellect idea ; so that from 
Plato we may know that intellect and idea are from the 
good, but soul from intellect. These assertions, however, 
are not new, nor of the present time, but were delivered 
by the ancients, though nob explicitly, and what has now 
been said by us is an interpretation of them. That these 
opinions also are ancient, is testified and confirmed by the 
writings of Plato. Parmenides, therefore, prior to Plato, 
adopted this opinion, so far as he collects into one and 
the same thing being and intellect. Being, likewise, he 
does not place among sensihles. For he says, that to 
■perceive intellectually, and to he, are the same thing. He 
also says, that this is immoveable, though he adds, that it 
perceives intellectually, removing from it all corporeal 
motion in order that it may abide invariably the same. 
And he assimilates it to the bulk of a sphere, because 
it contains all things involved in itself, and because its 
intellection is not external to but in its owm essence. 
When, likewise, in his writings he calls it one, he alludes 
to the cause of it, as if this one [of intellect] was found to 
be many. The Parmenides, however, in Plato, speaking 
more accurately, divides from each other this and the first 
one, which is more principally one. He also calls the 

hfma iraj'ra, Kai ekulvo airiov a-Trdvrojv Ttov i^aXwv, Sevrspov de litEpi rd 
Sevrsna, Kal rp'irov irepl rd rpira. 

^ TTapd here is eiToneously x^rinted for irarspa. 

^ There is the same error in the original here as above. 
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second one many, and tlie third, one and many. ' And after 1 1 

tills manner, lie likewise accords witli the doctrine of the « : | 

three [above mentioned] natures. 

IX. "Siit Aniaxagoras, when he says that there is a jmre 
and imiiiiiigled intellect, admits also that the first [principle 
of things] is simple, and that the one is separate. On account , 

of anticpiity, howe'^er, he omits the accurate discussion of , | 

these things. Heraclitus, also, knew an eternal and intelli-, , .. , ^ | 

'gible one. ■ For he says, i5/ic6^ bodies are always rising into -.d | 
%istemei Of U.com/ri^ to he.andfloiving. : With Empedocles, j 

strife^ indeed divides, but friendship is the one; and this ; I 

according to him is incorporeal. But the elements are 
arranged hy him analogous to matter. Aristotle, howevei, I 

afterwards asserts that the first principle is separate and r 

intelligihle. But when he says that it intellectually per- : 

eeives itself, again he makes it not to be the first." When i 

also he introduces many other intelligihles, and as many | 

as there are spheres in the heavens, in order that each of 1 

these may move each of the spheres, he speaks of intelli- ! 

gibles in a way different from Plato, and not being able | 

to assign probable reasons, adduces necessity. It may also i 

be opportunely observed, that it is more reasonable to refer j 

all the spheres to one co-ordination, and to assert that they ^ 

look to one thing, and the first cause of aU. Moreover, it | 

may likewise be aslced, whether according to him the many 
intdligibles are from one first cause, or whether there are 
many principles in intelligihles? And if indeed they are 
from one first, they will be analogously arranged, like 

^ In the original, elicoQ instead of m/coc. 

2 Aristotle in his writings ascended no higher than the Intel- 
lirdhie, and this with him is the first principle. And perhaps this 
mis because he knew that the nature which is beyond the intel- 
iicdble is perfectly inelFable and unknown, and therefore accurately 
speaking, is even beyond principle. See my translation of his 
Metax)hysics. 
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the spheres in . tiie-'-seBsiMe imiTerse, oiie comprelieiidiiig 
another, but one external 'to them .ruling' over all .of ■ , the.in, , ;. 
So thtat the first will there comprehend the rest, and there 
will be an intelligible world. As here, likewise, the spheres 
are not einjpty, but the first is full of stars, and '.all the 
rest have stars; so there also, the moving causes,,, will , 
contain many things in themselves, and what is there con- 
I tained will have a more true subsistence. But if each is a 

principle, the principles will subsist fortuitously. And it 
may be asked, why they subsist aud accord in accomplish- 
ing one work, viz. the concord of all heaven. Eow, like- 
wise, are the sensible natures in the heavens equal to the 
intelligible and motive causes. And bow are they thus 
many being incorporeal, since matter does not separate 
them from each other. Hence, those ancients who especially 
embraced the doctrines of Pythagoras and his followers, 
and of Pherecydes, were investigators of this intelligible 
essence. Some of them, however, committed discussions 
of these things to writing, hnt others delivered them not 
in writing, hut unfolded them in unwritten discourses, or 
wholly dismissed the consideration of them. 

X. It has been shown, however, as far as it is possible 
to demonstrate about things of this kind, that it is requisite 
to think tha.t beyond being there is the one, such as reason 
wishes to nnfold; that next to this, being and intellect 
subsist ; and that, in the third place, follows the nature oi 
soul. But, as in the nature of things there are these three 
hypostases, so likewise it is proper to think, that the above 
mentioned three subsist with us. I do not mean to assert 
that they are to he found in sensibles ; for they have a sepa- 
rate subsistence ; but that they are external to sensibles, and 
external after the same manner in man also, as the three 
which we, have been considering are external to all heaven. 
This, however, is such a man as Plato calls the inward 
1 man. Our soul, therefore, is likewise something divine, 
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and o£ a nature different from sensibles, such as is the 
^^hole nature of soul. But the soul is perfe^ which pos- 
sesses intellect. With respect to inteUect, however, one 
kind is a reasoning intellect, hut another impar s 
power of reasoning. He, therefore, will not err who places 
in the intelligible order of things this reasoning intehed 
of the souhVliich is not in want of any corporeal organ 
to the subsistence of its discursive energy, but which pos- 
sesses the energy of itself in purity, in order that it may 
reason purely, in as great perfection as possible. Poi we 
must not inciuire after a place where we may est^lish it, 
hilt it must hearrauged external to all place. _ Por thus 
that which is from itself, the external, and the imniatenal 
subsist, when they are alone, and have nothing from a 
corporeal nature. On this account, also, Plato in the 
Timseus says, “that the Deminrgns surrounded the body 
of the universe with soul,” indicating that part of the 
■ mundane soul which abides in the mtelhgihle. Concern^ 
Ota- soul, likewise, concealing his meaning, he says, in the 
PhEedrus, that it sometimes hides its beai^n the heavens, 
and sometimes elevates it beyond them. The exuortation, 
too in the Phaedo, to separate the soul from the body, does 
not relate to a local separation, which is effected by nature, 
hnt insinuates that the soul should not verge to imagma- 
fens, and to an alienation from itself, by a tendency to 
bodv He also indicates that we should elevate the l emam- 
in."ri.c. the irratioual] form of the soul, and lead it on 
hi”h together with the superior part of it; and that the 
part which is established in the sensible region, and is 
alone the fahiiaator and plastic maker of body, should hke- 

wise be engaged in an employment of this kind. 

SI. Since, therefore, the soul reasons about things ]ust 

1 I have followed the version of Meinus in this place, as the 
original L obviously defective: for there is nothing more than. 

In Kpvrrrm’, Iv 
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and beautiful, and inquires bj a reasoning process wbetlier 
tills tiling is just, and that is beautiful, it is neeessaiy there 
should be something stablj just, from which the reasoning 
of the soul originates ; or how could it reason ? And if 
the soul at one time reasons about these things, but at 
another time not, it is necessaiy there should be an intel- 
lect in us, which does not reason about, but always pos- 
sesses the just. It is likewise necessary that we should 
contain the principle and cause of intellect, and God ; the 
latter of these not being divisible, but abiding, yet not in 
place, [but in himself,] and again being surveyed in each 
of the multitude of things that are able to receive him. 
They receive him, however, as something di:fferent from 
themselves ; just as the centre of a circle is in itself, hut 
each of the lines in the circle has its summit terminating 
in the centre, and the several lines tend wuth their pecu- 
liarity to this. For by a thing of this kind which is in 
us,^ we also touch, associate with, and are suspended from 
deitv. But we are established in it more or less according 
as we converge to it in a greater or less degree. 

XII. How, therefore, does it happen, since we possess 
things of such great dignity, that we do not apprehend 
them, hut for the most part are sluggish with respect to 
such like energies ? And there are some who do not 
energize about them at all. Intellect, indeed, and that 
which, prior to intellect, is always in itself, are always 
employed in their own energies. Soul, likewise, is thus 
that which is always moved. For not every thing which 
is in the soul is now sensible ; but it arrives to us when it 
proceeds as far as to sense. When, however, each thing in 
us energizing, does not impart itself to the sensitive power, 
it does not yet proceed through the whole soul. Hence we 
have not yet any knowledge of the energy, because we 

^ This is called by Procius, the 07 ie, flower, and summit of the 
soul, and is that in which onr truest being consists. 
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e*ist in conjunctioa witli tlie sensitive power, 
a part of the sonl, but the, whole soul., And 
each of the psychical animals m ns, alwajs 
essentially according to its peculiarity ; but we then on y 
reco(?nize the energy, when there is a participation 
apprehension of it. It is necessary, therefore in order 
there may be an apprehension of things which are thn 
present, that the animadversive power should 
to the interior of the soul, and there fix its 
as if some one waiting to hear a voice which is pleasm^ 
him, should separate himself from other 

his hearing to the pereception of the more exceUent sound, 
when it approaches. Thus, also, here it is necessaiy 
dismiss sensible auditions, except so far as is neeessa y, 
and to preserve the animadversive power of the soul 
and prepared to hear supernal sounds. 


ON: ■ INTELLECT, IDEAS/ AND ' [EE AL] 
BEING., 

Y.xl . 

1. Since all men from their hirtli employ sense prior to 
intellect, amd are necessarily first conversant with seiisibles, 
some proceeding no faidher pass through life, considering 
these as the first and last of things, and apprehending 
that whatever is painful among these is evil, and whatever 
is pleasant is good ; thus thinking it sufficient to pursue 
the one and avoid the other. Those too among them, who 
pretend to a greater share of reason than others, esteem 
this to be wisdom, being afiected in a manner similar to 
more heavy birds, who collecting many things from the 
earth, and being oppressed with the weight, are unable to 
fiy on high, though they have received wings for this pur- 
pose from nature. But others are in a small degree elevated 
from things subordinate, the more excellent part of the 
soul recalling them from pleasure to a more worthy pursuit. 
As they are, however, unable to look on high, and as not 
possessing any thing else which can afiord them rest, they 
betake themselves together with the name of vi'ctue to 

^ For a more ample discussion of Ideas than is contained in this 
treatise of Plotinus, see the Introductioir and Notes to my trans- 
lation of the “ Parmenides of Plato,” and the notes to my transla- 
tion of Aristotle’s “ Metaphysics,” in which the reader will find 
treasures of antiquity on this subject unfolded. 
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actions and the election of things inferior, from which they 
at first endeavoured to raise themselves, though in vain. Li 
f the third class is tlie race of divine men, who through a 
more excellent power, and with piercing eyes, acutely per- 
ceive supernal light, to the vision of which they raise them- 
j selves aliove the clouds and darkness as it were of this 

I lower world, and there abiding despise every thing in 

! these regions of sense ; being no otherwise delighted with 

' the place which is truly and properly their own, than he 

'i who after many wanderings is at length restored to his 

: lawful country. 

II. What then is this place ? And how may some one 
axTive at it? He, indeed, will arrive thither, who is by 
nature amatory, and who is truly a philosopher in dis- 
position from the beginning. For as being amatory, he 
will he parturient about the beautiful, yet will not be 
satisfied with the beauty which is in body, but will fly from 
thence to the beauty of soul, to virtues and sciences, studies 
and laws, and will again from these ascend to the cause of 
the beauty contained in soul. If, also, there is a beauty 
prior to this, he will ascend to it, till he at length arrives 
at that which is first, and which is beautiful from itself. 
Having likewise arrived hither, he will be liberated from 
his parturiency, but not before. But how will he ascend, 
whence does he derive the power of ascending, and what 
is the reasoning which will conduct this love [to the 
desired end ?] Is it the following ? This beauty which is 
in bodies, is adventitious to bodies. For the mor^lice, or 
forms themselves of bodies, are iu them as in matter. The 
subject, therefore, is changed, and from being beautiful 
becomes deformed. Hence reason says that body is beautiful 
by participation. What is it then w^hich causes body to 
be beautiful? This, Indeed, is ejected in one way by the 
presence of beauty, but in another by soul, which fashions 
body, and inserts in it a morjplie, or form of such a kind. 
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WLat tlien ? Is soul of itself l)eautifiil or not ? Certainly 
not; since it it were, one soul would not be wise and 
beantifnl, but another unwise and base. Hence, tlie beauty 
which is in soul is deriyed from wisdom. Who is it, there- 
fore, that imparts wisdom to the soul ? Is it not neces- 
sarily intellect ? But it is an intellect, which is not at one 
time intellect, and at another deprived of it : for it is true 
intellect, and which is therefore beautiful from itself. Is 
it then necessary to stop here as at that -which is first, 
or is it requisite to pass beyond intellect? Intellect, 
indeed, as with reference to us precedes the first pidnciple 
of things, announcing as it were in the vestibules of the 
good, that all things subsist in itself ; as being a multi- 
tudinous impression of the good which entirely abides in 
unity. 

III. This nature, however, of intellect must be con- 
sidered, which reason announces to be truly being, and 
true essence, previously confirming, by proceeding in 
another way, [what we have before asserted] that it is 
necessary there should be a certain nature of this kind. 
Perhaps, therefore, it is ridiculous to investigate whether 
intellect ranks in the order of beings; though perhaps 
some persons may be dubious concerning this. And they 
may be in a still greater degree dubious whether there is 
such an intellect as we have maintained there is, and 
which is separate ^ [from soul]. Likewise, whether this 
intellect is [real] beings, and whether it contains the nature 
of forms, about which we now propose to speak. We see, 
therefore, that all the things which are said to exist are 
composites, and that no one of them is simple, whether 
they are fashioned by art, or constituted by nature. For 
artificial substances consist of brass, or wood, or stone, and 
do not yet obtain perfection from* these, till they are 

^ For axmiffTOQ here, it is necessary to read ^wpioroc. 



iutellig'ible world. Instead of time^ howerer, eternity is 
there.’ But place is there inteUectnally, being, the [im- 
partible] subsistence of one thing in .another. Hence, 
since all things there exist simaltaneously, whichever of 
them you assume is essence, is intellectual, and participates 
of life. Sameness, also, and dilferencOj motion and per- 
manency, that which is moved, and that which is stable, 
essence and quality, are there, and all things there are 
essence. For each thing is being in energy, and not in 
capacity;' so that quality is not separated from each 
essence. Are, therefore, those things alone these which 
the sensible vforid contains, or are there likewise many 
other things? Prior to the discussion of this, however, 
the things pertaining to art must be considered. For there 
is no paradigm of evil there. For evil here happens from 
indigence, privation, and defect. And evil is the passion 
of matter frustrated of form, and of that which is assimi- 
lated to matter. 

XI. With respect, therefore, to things pertaining to the 
arts, and the arts themselves, the arts that are imitative, 
such as painting, statuary, dancing and pantomime, since 
they derive their subsistence from sensibles, and employ 
and imitate a sensible paradigm, and also transfer [to their 
originals] the forms, motions and symmetries which they 
perceive, cannot properly be referred to intelligibles, except 
so far as the forms in the human soul may be called in- 
telligible. If any one, however, considers the habit in all 
animals arising from the symmetry of their formation, this 
will be' a part of the power which in the intelligible world 
surveys and contemx-)lates the symmetry of all things that 
are there. Moreover, with respect to all music which is 
conversant with harmony and rhythm, so far as its concep- 
tions are employed al>out rhythm and harmony, it will sub- 
sist after the same inanner as the music which is conver- 
sant with intelligible rbytbrn. With resident to such arts as 
;■ 1 ■■■ ■ 
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are productive of sensible things conformably to art, as the 
builder’s' and the carjjenter’s art, — these, so far as they 
employ symmetry, wUl derive their principles from intelli- 
gibles, and from the wisdom which is there. But as they 
mingle these with a sensible nature, the whole of them will 
not be in intelligibles, except so far as they subsist in man 
[i.e. in the human soul], Neither will the agriculture be 
there which is conversant with a sensible plant ; nor the 
medicine which surveys the health of the body, or which 
contributes to strength and a good corporeal habit. For 
there is another power, and another health there, through 
which all animals are sufficiently corroborated. With 
respect to rhetoric also, and the militarv art, economics, 
and the art pertaining to regal government, if some of 
these partake in actions of the beautiful, and make it the 
object of their contemplation,— in this case, they have 
a scientific allotment from the science which is there. But 
geometry, which is conversant with intelligibles, must be 
arranged in the intelligible world; as likewise must the 
highest wisdom which is conversant with real being. And 
thus much concerning the arts, and things pertaining to 
the arts. 

XII. If, however, the idea of man is there, the ideas of 
the rational and the artificial are also there, and likewise 
the arts which are the progeny of intellect. It is also 
rec^uisite to assert, that the forms ot universals are thei'e, 
i.e. not of Socrates, but of man ; though it must be con- 
sidered with respect to man, whether the form of a parti- 
cular man is there, not because he is the same with another 
man, but because one man has a flat, and another an 
aquiline, nose. These nasal differences, however, must lie 
placed in the form of man [as certain differences of forms], 
just as there are differences of animals. But that one man 
has an aquiline nose of this, and another of that Hud, 
originates from matter. With respect to the differences of 


cololu-s, also, some of them exist in their productive prin- 
ciples, but others are produced by matter and difference of 

place. 

XIII. It remains to consider whether what the sensible 
world alone contains is in the intelligible world, or whether 
as man himself is different from the sensible man, so with 
respect to soul, soul itself is different from the soul which 
is Jiero, and intellect itself from the human inteUect. In 
the tivst place, therefore, it must be said, that it is not 
proper to think that all things which are here, are imaws 
ol archetypes; or that the human soul is the image°of 
soul itself, but that here also one soul differs from another 
in dignity. Perhaps, however, soul, so far as it is here, is 
not soul Itself. But since each [rational] soul has a real 
subsistence, as likewise have justice and temperance, there 
IS also in our souls true science and not images onlv, nor 
merely the similitudes of intelligibles, as in the sensible 
region. For true science, justice, and temperance them- 
selves exist here, though after another manner than in the 
intelligible world. For they are defined in a certain place. 
So that where the soul emerges from the body, there also 
these subsist. For the sensible world, indeed, is in one 
place only; but the intelligible world is every where. 
Such things, therefore, as a soul of this kind possesses 
hero, these_ things also are there. So that if the things 
wdiich are in the sensible world, are assumed to bo thoro 
WMich are in tbe number of visible objects, not only the 
natures which are in the regions of sense are there but 
also more than these. But if among the natures which 
are said to be m the world, soul, and what soul contains 
are comprehended, then all such things are here as subsist 
ti'iore. 

XIV. Is this natare, therefore, which comprehends all 
things in the intelligible, to be considered as the first prin- 
cipio of things ? Blit how is this possible, since that which 
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is truh?- tlie principle mone, and entirely simple, bntiimlti- 
tilde subsists in beings ? After wbat manner, however, this 
all-comprehending nature subsists besides the one, how 
multitude exists, and how all these subsist, and why and 
wbence intellect is all these, must be shown by beginning 
the discussion from another principle. With respect, how- 
ever, to things generated from putrefaction, and to things 
artificial,^ whether there are forms of these, and also of 
mud and clay in the intelligible world, it must be said, 
that such things as intellect derives from the first prin- 
ciple, are all of them most excellent. But the above- 
mentioned particulars are not among the number of these, 
nor does intellect consist of the forms of such particulars. 
Soul, however, which is derived from intellect, receives 
from matter other things [besides what she receives from 
intellect], and such particulars as the above are in the 
number of these. The discussion of these, however, will 
be rendered clearer by recurring to the doubt, how niiilti- 
tude proceeds from the one. In the mean time- it is evident 
that such composite natures as are casual are not derived 
from intellect, but from a concurrence of sensibles in them- 
selves, and do not subsist in forms. Those things, also, 
v/hich are produced from putrefaction, are the prof^env of 
a soul which is perhaps incapable of effecting any thing 
else ; for if this were not the case, it would produce some- 
thing conformable to nature. It produces, therefore, where 
it is able. But mth respect to the arts, such of them as 
are referred to things natural to man, are comprehended in 
[the soul of] man. The art also, which is universal is 


prior to other arts, and soul itself is prior to universal art, 
or rather this must be asserted of the life which is in 
inteUect, before it became soul, and which is necessary to 
the generation of soul. And this life it is requisite to 
denominate soul itself. 




' ON^ THE^^^ ' 

IV. ii ' ■ 

I. In investigating the essence of soul, if we sliow that it 
is neither body, nor the harmony in incorporeal natures ; 
and likewise if we omit what is said of its being the 
enteleclieia,’^ or perfection of the body, as not true, as the 
words [taken literally] imply, and as not manifesting what 
the soul is; and if also we should say that it is of an 
intelligible nature, and a divine allotment, perhaps we shall 
assert something perspicuous concerning its essence. At 
the same time, however, it will be better to proceed still 
further than this. For this purpose, thei*efore, we shall 
make a division into a sensible and intelligible nat^Are, and 
place soul in the intelligible. Hence, let it be at present 
admitted that it ranks among inteiligibles: and let us in 
another way investigate that which is proximate to, or the 
peculiarity of, its nature. We say, therefore, that some 
things are primarily partible, and in their own nature 
dissipable ; but these are such as have no part the same, 
either as another j>art, or as the whole ; and, in which it is 

^ The cause, according to Aristotle, by which the animal is 
vitally moved, is the rational soul, hut tJie cause hy which the 
animal thus moved is defined ox hounded^ is entelecfiem, or form, 
which imparts to it perfection. See my Introduction to, and 
translation of, Aristotle’s treatise “ On the Soul.” 
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necessary that the part should be less than all and the 
w 0 e. These, however, ai-e sensible magnitudes and 

masses, each of which has an appropriate place, nor is it 

possible among these, that the same thing should be in 
many places at once. But there is another essence opposed 
to this,_which m no respect admits of a separation into 
parts, smce it is without parts, and therefore impartible. 
It likewise admits of no interval, not even in conception 
w'* of place, nor is generated in a certain 

being, either according to parts, or according to wholes 
because it is as it were at one and the same time carried in 
all fcemgs as in a vehicle; not in order that it maybe 
established in them, but because other things are neither 

!n esT it. It likewise possesses 

reZTi 1 sameness, and is 

the foundation of all following natures, being as it were 

in Sr V nevertheless permit it to abide 

n itself For they possess from the centre their genera- 
tion and being, participate of the point, and have for thel 
prmeiple that which is impartible. Thev also proceed 
suspending themselves from the centre. This, therefore’ 
[of which the centre in a circle is an image! bein- nrim.r Iv 

leJ,; 

and again that which is in sensibles being in every respect 
partible,~th]s being the case, prior to that which is 
sensible, but which nevertheless is something near to and 
in 1 1 there is another certain nature, which Ts partiWeTm 

in bodie . Hence, when bodies are divided, the form 
which m in them is also divided, though it stil reina o 
whole m each of the divided parts ; the same thing iHhit 
case becommg many, each of which is perfectly distant 

_ ir appears from the version of Ficinus that tliP wo.-,) ■ 

IS wanting in tiiis place in the original. ’ “ “ ^ 
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from, the other, in consequence of the form hecoming 
entirely partible. Of this kind are colours, and all qualities, 
and each moTj)Jie, which is capable of being wholly at one 
and the same time in many things, that are separated from 
each other, and which has no part suffering the same 
thing with another part. Hence this must be admitted to 
be in eTery respect partible. 

Again, besides the nature which is perfectly indmsible, 
there is another essence proximately suspended from it, 
and which has indeed from it the impartible, but by a 
progression from thence, hastening to another nature, is 
established in the middle of both ; yiz. in the middle of 
that which is impartible and primary, and that which is 
divisible about bodies, and is inherent in bodies. This 
nature does not subsist after the same manner as colour 
and every quality, which are indeed every where the same 
in many masses of bodies, yet the quality which is in one 
mass, is entirely separate from the quality in another, so 
far as one mass is also separate from another. And though 
the magnitude should be one, yet that which is the same 
ill each part, has no communion whatever so as to produce 
co-passivity, because this sameness is at the same time 
attended with [a predominant] difference. For the same- 
ness is passion, and is not itself also essence. That, how- 
ever, in this middle nature which accedes to an impartible 
essence, is itself essence, and is ingenerated in bodies, 
about which also it happens to be divided ; yet it does not 
suffer this, till it gives itself to bodies. When, therefore, 
it is inherent in bodies, though it should be inherent in 
the greatest body, and which is every where most extended, 
yet though it gives itself to the whole, it does not depart 
from the unity of its nature. Yet it is not one in the 
same manner as body. For body is one by eoiitiniiity, but 
one part of it is different from another, and is situated in 
Qj different place. FTor again is it one, in the same manner 


as one qlIalit3^ The natAirO; however, which is at once 
partible and impartible, and which we say is soul, is not 
one like that whidi is CO having another and 

another part p but it is partible indeed, because it is in all 
the parts of that in which it subsists; and impartible, be- 
cause the whole of it is in all the parts, and likewdse in each 
of the parts. He, therefore, who perceives this, and be- 
holds the power of it, wull know what a divine and 
admirable thing soul is, and that it possesses a super- 
natural essence ; not indeed having magnitude, but being 
present with all magnitude, and existing in this place, and 
again not existing in it, and this not bj a different, but the 
same nature. So that it is divided into parts, and again 
not divided ; or rather, it is neither divided, nor generated 
divisible. For it remains with itself a whole. ^But it is 
divided abont bodies, because bodies in consequence of 
their proper partibilitv, are not able to receive it impartiblv. 
So that the distribution into parts, is the passion of bodies, 
and not of soul. 

II. That it is necessary, however, that the natm^e of sohl 
should be a thing of this kind, and tha.t it is not possible 
for soul to be any thing besides this, being neither alone 
impartible, nor alone partible, but that it is necessarily 
after this manner both these, is manifest from the follow^- 
iiig considerations. For if it was like bodies having 
another and another part, wdien one part suffered, another 
jDart would not be sensible of the suffering, but that soul 
foi in stance, which is in the finger, would have a sensation 
of the passion, as being diiferent, and subsisting in itself. 
And, in short, bhere would be many souls, governing each 
of us. One soul, likewise, would not govern this universe, 
but an infinite nnmbr^r of souls separate from each other. 
For with resy)eet to what is said about eontinuitv, unless it 
contributes to unity, it is intraduced in vain.*' For that 
which is asserted bv some wdio deceive themselves, is not to 


202 


SELECT WORKS OF PLOTINITS. 



be admitted, viz. that the senses gradually arrive at the 
ruling part, by a continued succession.^ In the first place, 
therefore, to say that the senses arrive at the ruling part 
of the soul, is said without examination. For how do they 
divide, and assert this to be one thing, but that another, and 
the ruling part something else ? By how much quantity, 
also, do they divide each of these ; or by what difference, 
the quality being one, and the bulk continued ? Whetlier, 
likewise, is the ruling part alone sentient, or have the other 
parts also a sensible perception r And if this is the case 
with the ruling part alone, it will then perceive, when the 
sensible passion falls on this part established in a certain 
place ; but if it falls on another part of the soul, which is 
not naturally adapted to be sentient, this part will not 
deliver the same ]3assion to the ruling part, nor, in short, 
will there be sensation, If, also, the sensible passion falls 
on the ruling part, it will either fall on a part of it, and 
this being sentient, the remaining parts will no longer be 
sensitive ; for it would be in vaiu ; or there will be many 
and infinite sensible perceptions, and all of them will 
be dissimilar. Hence, one sensible perception will say, 
I primarily suJfer, but another will say, I perceive the 
passion of another sense. Each sensation, likewise, except 
the first, will be ignorant where the passion was generated. 
Or each part of the soul will be deceived, fancying that the 
passion was there genex’atecl, where it is. If, however, not 
only the ruling part, but any other part has a sensible per- 
ception, why will this part be the leader, but another part 
not? Or why is it necessary that sensation should arrive 
at the ruling part ? How, likewise, will- the sensations 
arising from many senses, such as the ears and eyes, know 
one pai'ticular thing? But again, jf the soul is entirely 
one, so as to be perfectly impartible, and one in itself ; and 

^ For diaSoasi here, it is necessary to read, conformably to the 
version of Ficinus, otacoxy^ 


if it entirely flies from tlie jiatire of multitude and parti- 
bility, no body wbicli may participate of the soul, will be 
wholly animated ; but the soul establishing itself as it were 
about the centre of each, will leave all the bulk of the animal 
without animation. Hence it is necessary that soul should be 
thus one andmany, partible and at the same time impartible : 
and we ought not to disbelieve that it is impossible for one 
and the same thing to be in many places at once. For if 
we do not admit this, there wall not be a nature which con- 
nects and governs all things ; and which at once compre- 
hends all things, and conducts them by wisdom. Aud 
this nature is indeed multitude, because beings are many ; 
but it is also one, in order that the nature which compre- 
liends may be one. By its multitudinous one, therefore, it 
supplies all the parts of body . with life; but by its im- 
partible one it conducts all things wisely. In those things, 
however, which are deprived of wisdom, that which is the 
leading one imitates this one of the soul. Hence, this 
is the meaning of what is divinely though obscurely 
asserted by Plato, viz. that from an essence imijartible and 
always subsisting according to sameness, and from an 
essence divisible about bodies, the Demiurgus mingled 
a third species of essence from both.* Soul, therefore, 
is after this manner one and many ; but the forms 
bodies are many and one; bodies are'manv onlv ; and that 
which is supreme is one alone. 

* See my Introduction to, and translation of, the “ Tinuens ” of 
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I A DISCUSSION OP DOUBTS EELATIVE 
j TO THE SOUL. 

4 . IV. iii. 

I 

I 1. Is it necessary to consider such doubts as pertain to the 

1: soul as sufficiently solved ; or shall Tve say that the doubts 

I themselves are accompanied with this gain, that to know 

the difficulty with which they are attended, will be a right 
I discussion of the affiair ? For what can any one reasonably 

f more abundantly consider and discuss than this ; both on 

r ; many other accounts, and also because it contributes to the 

knowledge of those things of which it is the principle, and 
• ' of those from which it is derived? By so doing, likewise, 

r; we shall comply with the mandate of the God who calls 

upon us to know ourselves. And since v/e wish to investi- 
s: gate and discover other things, it is but just to enquire 

I what this is which investigates, especially since we desire 

J: to apprehend that which is lovely in the objects of contem- 

plation. For in every intellect there is that which is two- 
fold ; ^ so that in partial intellects it is reasonable to admit 
that one has [the intelligible] in a greater, but another in 
a less degree. It is likewise requisite to consider, how 
souls become the receptacles of the Gpds ; but this, indeed, 
we shall discuss when we investigate how soul subsists in 

* viz. The intelligible and the intellectual. 
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bodj. ]^ow, therefore, again, let us return to those who 
assert that our souls also are derived from the soul of the 
universe. For perhaps they will say it is not sufficient [in 
order to establish this hypothesis,] that our souls extend 
as far as the soul of the universe, nor that they are 
similarly intellectual with it ; since parts are of a similar 
species with their wholes. They will, likewise, adduce 
Plato ' as the patron of this opinion, wdien proving that the 
universe is animated, he says : ‘‘As our body is a part of 
tlie body of the universe, thus also our soul is a part of the 
soul of the universe.’’ This, too, is confirmed by the asser- 
tion, tliat we follow the circulation of the universe. And 
it is clearly asserted and demonstrated that our manners 
and fortunes are thence derived ; and that as we are gene- 
rated V7ithin the world, we receive our soul from the 
iiuiverse in which Ave are comprehended. Farther still, as 
each part of us partakes of our soul, so likewise we for the 
same reason, since we have the relation of parts to the 
whole, participate as parts of the soul of the universe 
The assertion [of Plato likewise, that every soul pays 
a guardian attention to every thing inanimate, has the 
same signification, and does not leave any thing else 
externally of soul, after the soul of the universe. For 
it is this soul which pays attention to everj^ thing 
inanimate. 

II. Ill .answer to these things, therefore, in the first 
place it must be said, that those who admit souls to be of 
a similar species, because it is granted that they come into 
contact -with the same things, and ascribe to them a common 
genus, exclude them from ranking as parts of one soul, and 
wull ratlier make one and the same soul, and each to 
be every soul. But making one soul, they will also sus- 
jKUid it from sometliiifg else, which no longer being some- 

^ See his “ Pliilehus ” and “ Timreiis. ” 

, ^ In the “ Phredriis.” 
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tiling- pei-taining to this tiling or that, but neither belong- 
ing to the -world, or to any other thing, will effect the very 
s;une thing, as is effected by [the life] of the world, and of 
any animated being -whatever. For it rightly happens that 
not every soul is something belonging to another thing, 
since soul is an essence ; but that tlun-e should be a certain 
soul -which is wholly exempt from a subordinate nature ; 
uud that such souls as belong to something else, are from 
accident at certain times connected with that which is 
inferior to themselves. Perhai>s, however, it is necessary 
to show more clearly how a part in such souls is to bo con- 
sidered. Part, therefoi'e, belonging to bodies, whether the 
body is of the same or of a different sjieoies, must be dis- 
missed; observing thus much alone, that when part is 
asserted of bodies consisting of similar parts, the part 
is according to bulk, and not according to form ; such for 
instance as whiteness. For the whiteness which is in a 
part of milk, is not a part of the whiteness of all the milk ; 
hut it is the whiteness indeed of a part, and not a part of 
the whiteness. For whiteness is entirely without magni- 
tude, and is void of quantity. This, therefore, thus 
sists. When, however, in things which are not bodies we 
speak of a part, we either assume it in such a way as 
iu numbers, as when we say that two is a part of ten ; (but 
let this be considered as asserted in mere numbers alone) 
or as when we speak of the part of a circle and u liiie ; or 
as a theorem is- a part of science. In monads and figures, 
indeed, it is necessary in the same manner as in bodies, that 
the whole should be diminished, by a division into parts, 
and that the several ]>arts should he less than the wholes 
[of which they are the parts]. For being quantities, and 
having their existence in quantity, and also not being the 
same quantity, they necessarily become greater and lesi A 
part, therefore, cannot after this manner be asserted of 
soul. For it is not quantity in such a way as the decad is 
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the whole, hnt the monad a part of the deead. Many other 
absurdities also will happen [from admitting that the soul 
is quantity] ; nor are ten things one certain thing. Either, 
likewise, each of the monads will be soul, or soul will con- 
sist of all inanimate things. Besides, the part of the whole 
soul is admitted to be of the same kind with the whole; 
but it is not necessary in continued quantity, that the part 
should be such as the whole. Thus, for instance, the parts 
of a circle are not of the same species with the circle, nor 
the parts of a triangle with the triangle ; at least, all the 
pai’ts in these, in which a part may be assumed, are not 
similar [to the whole]. For all the parts of a triangle arc 
not triangles ; [and so in other figures] but there will be a 
difference between the form of some of the parts and that 
of the whole. Soul, however, is acknowledged to be of a 
similar form. In a line, likewise, a part of it is still a line, 
blit here also there is a difference in magnitude. But in 
soul, if the difference between that soul which is partial, 
and that which ranks as a whole, should he considered as a 
difference in magnitude, soul would be a certain qnantitj 
and a body ; since in this case, it would receive the 
difference so far as it is sonl, from quantity. All souls, 
however, are admitted to be similar and wholes. It 
aj)pears, likewise, that neither is sonl divided after the 
same manner as magnitudes ; nor do even our opponents 
admit that the whole of the sonl can he divided into parts ; 
since if this were the case, the whole would be destroyed. 
And unless the first soul was every sonl, it would be a 
name alone; just as if it should be said, when wine is dis- 
tributed into many amphoim, that the portion of it in 
each ampliora, is a part of the wdiole wine. Shall we sav, 
tliej-efore, that part is to be assumed in the sonl, in the 
same manner as a theorem is a part of science? the whole 
science, indeed, nevertlieless remaining ; hut the separation 
into parts, being as it were the utterance and energy of 
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eacli. In a thing of this kind, however, each possesses the 
i ' " whole science in capacity, hut the whole nevertheless con- 

tinues to he the whole. If, therefore, a part in the wdiole 
soul and other souls is to he thus assumed, the whole soul, 
of which things of this kind are parts, will not be the soul 
of a certain thing, hut will itself subsist from itself. E either, 
therefore, will it he the soul of the world, hut will he a 
certain soul, and will rank among those that are of a partial 
nature : hence all the parts Ijeing of a similar species, are 
1 1 the parts of one soul. But how' is one the soul of the 

I "world, and another the soul of a part of the world ? 

III. Are parts, therefore, so to he assumed, as if some 
one should say, tliat the soul which is in the finger of a 
certain animal, is a part of the whole soul which is in the 
wdiole animal? This assertion, however, either leaves no 
soul independent of body, or admits every soul not to he 
in body, and contends that what is called the soul of the 
universe is external to the body of the world. But this 
Ij must he considered ; and now must he investigated by an 

image. For if the soul of the universe imparts itself to all 
|| partial animals, and thus each soul is a part [of the whole 

¥ soul] ; for if this soul were divided, it would not impart 

itself to each ; in this case, in coiisec[uenco of im|)artirig 
itself wholly, it will be every where the same, being one 
and the same at once in many animals. After this manner, 
however, one soul wdll no longer rank as a whole, and 
another as a part, and especially in those things in which 
the same power is present. For where the employiiient of 
one thing is different from the employment of another, as 
in the eyes and ears, there it must not be said that one 
part of the soul is present to the sight, and another to the 
ears (for such a division as this belongs to other things), 
but the same part, though a different power energiz),. H in 
each. For all the powers of the soul are in botli the ]jart s ; 
but the apprehensions are different in conserpenco of tlie 




•organs being different. ISfevertlieless, all 't' 
among forms, amd are reduced to a form yi 
of being fashioned according to all things, 
from the necessity' that ' all things should 
thing [and concur iii it];' hut the nature 
nients through which the concurrence is 
able to receive all things, and the passions h 
in the di'fferent instruments of sensettion. 
however, is from the same thing, as from -a. 

' his attention tO' what is said and done. I 

I sho’Wn, tliat it is every, where one thing i 

in different actions. And' if the appreb 
sensations, it is not possible for each of the i 
stand, hut the whole soul. But if intelln 
priate, each intellectual perception subsists 
And when the soul is rational, and is rat; 
wa,y as to he denominated wholly so, then 
called a part is the same with the whole, ai 

I'; :,,',,:"hf .'it.;/'' 

lY. 'What, therefore, shall we say, if 
when any one inquires, in the first place doi 
soul can after this manner he at once one 
And in the next place, when one soul ii 
another not, [hov- this tabes place ?] For pe 
that every soul is always in hod3^ 
of the universe. For this soul does not, ai 
do, lepwe the Ijody ; though some say that 
aljandoiis its body, and yet is not entirely o 
But if the soul oi the universe is entirely o 
how is it that one soul leaves the body, bi 
not, though both are [essentially] the saim 
tliere;l.bre, which is sp,>arated from itself 
according to parts espeeially distinguished i 
]')ut which alwuys subsist together at onc€ 
inteliect being impartible, no such doubt 
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ill the soni which is said to be divisilde about bodies, how 
this which is one certain thing can be all souls, is attended 
with man j doubts ; unless that which is one is established 
in itself, without falling into body, and afterwards all souk 
proceed from it, both the soul of the universe, and others- 
to a certain extent ; existing as it together with it, and 
being one in consequence of not belonging to any thing 
else [tJi. of not being consubsistent with something of a 
nature subordinate to themselves]. They must, likewise, 
be suspended from their boundaries, and conspire with, 
each other in their tendencies to snpernal natures, by the 
projecting energies of intellect ; like a light which is now 
on the earth, and is distributed in different habitations, 
yet is not divided into parts separated from the whole, but 
is nevertheless one. Hence, the soul of the universe is 
always transcendent, because it does not belong to it to 
descend, and be converted to these inferior realms. But 
our souls are subordinate, because a certain part of their 
essence is limited to this terrene abode, and to a conversion 
to body which requires solicitude and care. The soul of 
the world, therefore, in its most inferior part, resembles a 
great vegetable souk which without labour and silently 
governs the plant of which it is the soul [ie. in the same 
manner as worms are generated in wounds]. But the 
government of the inferior part of our soul, resembles the 
worms that are generated in the putrified part of a plant. 
For thus the animated body of the universe subsists. 
Auotlier soul, however, which is similar in species to the 
superior part of the soul of the world, resembles in its 
government the husbandman whose attention is directed 
to the worms that are generated from putrefaction in a- 
plant, and who is solicitously employed in the cultivation 
of the plant. Or as if some one should say that a man 
who is well, and is with other men that a, re in health, is 
with those persons with whom he co-operates either in 
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acting or contemplating; but that a' diseased man, and 
who is employed in procuring remedies for the body, is 
witli the body, and becomes corporeal through his attention 
to it. 

Y. How, therefore, any longer will this be your soul, 
that the soul of some other person, and that again of 
another? Shall we say that it is the soul of this person 
according to its inferior part, but not of this according to 
its supreme part, but of some other person ? Thus, howmver, 
Socrates will indeed exist, %vheii the soul of Socrates is in 
body ; but lie will perish wlienjie is especially in the most ex- 
eeiient condition [i.e. when he is in the intelligible world]. 
But no being perishes, since the intellects which are in the 
intelligible do not perish, because they are not corporeally 
disti'ibuted into one thing, but each remains possessiug in 
dift‘ erence a sameness of subsistence, in which its very 
being consists. After this maimer, therefore, souls also 
being successively suspended according to each intellect, 
being likewise reasons of intellects, though more evolved 
than an intellectual essence, and becoming as it were mtwh 
from that which is /ctr, and being in contact with it, they 
are now willing to be divided by each of those more im- 
partible essences, yet are not able to proceed to the very 
extremity of division. For they preserve their sameness 
and difterence, and each remains one, and at the same time 
all are one. We have, however, summarily shown, that all 
souls are from one soul, and that all of them are divisible 
and at the same time indivisible. The soul, also, which 
abides [_on higlij, is the one reason of intellect, and from 
tliis soul partial and iuimateiial reasons are derived, in 
the same manner as there [i.e. in the same manner as 
partial intellects are derived from one intellect which ranks 
as a whole]. 

YI. Why, however, (]i<l the soul of the world being of a 
uniform nature make the world, but not the soul of each 
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incihidual, tlioiigh it likewise contains all things in itself ? 
For we have before shown that pi'oductive power maj exist 
at OD.e and the same time in many tilings. ISfow, however, 
the reason of this must be assigned. For perhaps the 
manner may be known by ns in which tlie same thing 
in different subjects either does or suffers a certain, thing, 
or is with respect to it both an agent and a patient. Or 
rather let us consider how and why the soul of the universe 
made the world, but other souls govern a certain part of 
the world. Perhaps, however, it is not at all wonderful, 
that of those who possess the same science, some should 
rule over many, but others over few. But why, it may I<e 
said, is this the case ? To this it may be answered, that the 
difference of souls is greater, so far as one of them does not 
depart from the soul of the universe, but abiding there has 
a body surrounding it ; but other souls, body now existing, 
and their sister soul having dominion, are alloted an appro- 
priate destiny, this soul preparing for them proper habita- 
tions. It may also be said, that the soul of the universe 
beholds that intellect which ranks as a whole, but that 
other souls rather behold their own intellects which are of 
a partial nature. Perhaps, however, these souls also are 
able to make the universe ; but the soul of the world 
having made it, this is no longer possible to other souls, 
productive energy having commenced from the first soul. 
But the same doubt will arise if any other soul first began 
to fabricate. It is better, however, to say that the soul of 
the world rather than other souls fabricated tlie universe, 
because it in a greater degree adheres to intelligibles. For 
the power of those souls is greater that more vigorously 
tend to the intelligible world. For, preserving themselves 
in that secure region, they fabricate with facility; since it 
is the property of a greater power* not to suffer in tlie 
things which it produces. But power remains suspended 
from the supernal region. Abiding, therefore, in itself, it 
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produces [otlier tilings] acceding. But other souls which 
proceed from the one soul, depart from it into the pr-o- * 
t fundity [of a material nature]. Perhaps, also, that which 
I is most ahundant in them, being drawn downward, draws 
them likewise into an inferior condition, their own decisions 
conspiring with the downward impulse. Wliat, however, 

; is said in the “ Timoeus ” of mixture in a second and third 

I degree, must be considered as signifying that some souls 

; are nearer to, but others more remote from the soul of the 
1 world; just as in our souls, all of them are not similarly 
I disposed with reference to supernal natures, but some are 
united to them, others through [ardent] desire accede near, 
and others accomplish this in a less degree, because they do- 
not energize with the same powers. For some, indeed,, 
energize with a first, others with a second, and others, 
with a third power, all souls nevertheless possessing ail 
: powers. ■ 

; VII. And thus much concerning these particulars. What 
is said in the “ Pliilebus,” however, may lead us to suspect 
that other souls are parts of the soul of the universe. But 
the meaning of what is there asserted, is not what some one 
may fancy, but was useful to Plato in demonstrating that 
the world is animated. This, therefore, he renders credible 
by saying that it is absurd to assert that the universe is 
inanimate, and that we who have a part of the body of the 
universe, have a soul. For how can a part have a soul, if 
the universe is inanimate ? The opinion of Plato, however,is 
especially manifest in the Timseus ; where the Demiiirgus 
having generated the soul of the universe, afterwards pi-o- 
duces oilier souls, mingling them in the same crater in 
which he had mingled the soul of the world, and making 
them to be of a similar species with it, but assigning them 
a difference in a secon?l and third degree. Nor is what he 
asserts in the Phosdrus w’-onderful, that every soul pays- 
1, a guardian attention to ffiiat which is inanimate. For 
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wliat is it except soul which governSj fash ion s, arranges, 
■and produces the nature of body? iSior must it be said, 
that one soul is naturally adapted to do this, but another 
not. The perfect soul, therefore, says he, revolves on high, 
not verging downward, but fabricates, riding in the world 
as it were as in a veliicle. Every other perfect soul, also 
governs the universe in a similar manner. But when he 
speaks of the soul whose wings suffer a deduxion, he 
evidently makes a difference between such a soul as this, 
and that of the universe. And when he adds, that souls 
follow the circulation of the universe, derive their manners 
from thence, and suffer f ronoi it, this does not at all indicate 
that our souls are parts of the soul of the world. Eor soul 
is sufficiently able to represent many things in itself, from 
the nature of places, and water, and air. And to this 
ability, the habitations of different cities, and the tempera- 
ture of bodies, also contribute. And if we should grant 
that since we are in the universe we have something from 
the soul of the world, and that we suffer from the celestial 
•circulation, yet we shall oppose to these things another 
soul [t.e., the rational soul], and which by its resistance 
•espe(dally demonstrates itself to be a different soul. To the 
assertion, also, that we are generated within the world, we 
reply that the foetus in the womb of the mother has a soul 
■different from that of the mother, and which accedes to it 
•externally.^ 

VIII. Such, therefore, is the solution of these particulars ; 
the sympathy of souls beiug no impediment to our argu- 
ments. For since all of them originate from the same 

^ i.e. It has a rational soul different from tliat of the mother. 
It is better, however, to say with Prochis, that as nature does 
nothing in vain, the presence of the rational soul to the fatus in 
the womb would be useless, as it could not then energize j but 
that it becomes united to the irrational soul in the very moment 
in Avhich the infant leaves the womb. 
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source as the soul of the uniyerse, they are co-passive. 

For it has heeu alrea<ly SiSserted. hy us that there is one *** 
[fiist] soul, and many souls. And we have likewise shown 
what the difference is between part and whole ; and have 
in short spoken concerning the difference of souls. Now, 
also, we shaU summarily observe, that besides bodies souls 
differ, especially in their manners, in the operations of the 
reasoning power, and from a pre-existent life. ’ For in the 
Hepublic of Plato it is said, that the choice of souls is made 
conformably to their antecedent lives.- But if any one 
in short assumes the nature of soul, he will assert that 
there are differences in the souls in which it is admitted 
there are second and third degrees. It has, likewise, been 
said by us, that all souls are all things; and that each 
is chaiacterized by that which energizes in each. This, 
however, is the same thing as to assert, that one soul indeed 
is united in energy, another in knowledge, and another in 
appetite. Different souls also behold different objects, and 
are and become the very objects which they behold. 
Plenitude, likewise, and perfection pertain to souls, yet all 
of them have not the same of either of these ; but the whole 
co-ordination of them is various. For every reason [or 
productive principle] is one, abundant, and various, in the 
same^ manner as a psychical animal, which has many forms. 

But if this be the case, there is co-ordination, and bcincrs 
are not, in short, divulsed from each other. Nor is there 
any where that which is casual in beings ; not even amono- 
bodies. ^ Hence it follows, that the number of things 
is definite. For again, it is necessary that beings should 
stop [in their progi-ession], that intelligibles should con- 
tinue the same, and that each thing should be one in 
number; for thus it will be this particular thing. For 
every body being uatamlly in a continual flux, in conse- 
quence of having an adventitious form, the perpetual 
existence of bodies according to form takes place through 
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an iinitation of [I'eal] beings. Tlie essence of tlie latter, 
liowover, as not subsisting from composition., consists 
in that which is one in number, which exists from the 
beginning, and neither becomes that which it was not, nor 
will be that which it is not ; since if there were any thing 
in some future time -which co-nld produce them, it would 
not produce them from matter. But if this be the case, it 
is necessary to add something which is of itself essential ; 
so that there will be a mutation about this very thing, if it 
now produces more or less. Why, likewise, shoula it pro- 
duce now, and not always after the same manner Tiiai, 
likewise, which is generated wil] not be pei'petnal, il it 
admits of the more and the less. But sonl is supposed to 
be a thing of this kind. How, therefore, is it infinite if it 
is stopped [in its progression] ? May we not say, that it is 
infinite in power, because powder is infinite, since God him- 
self is not bounded. With respect to souls, therefore, each 
is not that which it is, a,s if it were so much in quantity, 
through a -foreign boundary j but it is as .great as it wishes 
to be. IsTor will it ever proceed out of itself, but will per- 
vade e-v’-ery where, to bodies and through bodies, as it 
is naturally adapted to do; yet it is not di-^nilsed fioni 
itse.if, when it is in a finger and a foot. Thus also in the 
universe, sonl remains entire, into ivhatever it may proceed, 
and in another and another part of a plant. Hence, when 
any part of a plant is cut of^, it is both in the p>lant as it 
was at first, and in the part which is separated from 
it. For sonl is every where in the body of the universe, as 
in the one of it, this body being one. But -'vhon an animal 
becomes putrid, if many animals are geueraied troui it, 
■soul is then no longer the sonl of the 'whole animal in Ilio 
body ; for it has not then a proper receptacle of itself ; nor 
yet does it perish. But the putrilied matter being adapted 
to the generation of animals, has partly the soul of these, 
and partly the soul of those animals, soul never being 




absent from any tiling, tliongli one thing is adapted to re- 
ceive it, and another is not. The parts of matter, however^ 
which thus become aniniated, are iiot the cause of there 
being many souls. For these [spontaneously generated] 
animals are suspended from one soul, so far as it remains 
one ; in the same manner as in us, when certain parts of 
the body are aiiiputated, and others grow instead of them,, 
the soul indeed is absent from [ie. is not participated by] 
the former, but is present with the latter, so long as 
it remains one. In the universe, however, it always 
remains one. But of the natures within the universe, some 
indeed have soul, but others not, the same psychical 
[powers] still remaining. 

IX. The manner, however, in which the sonl is in gene- 
rated in the body, must be considered. For this is no less 
admirable, and no less deserves to be investigated. The 
mode, therefore, in which the soul enters into the body is 
twofold. For one of these modes takes place, when the 
soul being in one body changes it for another, and from an 
aerial [or Eery], becomes situated in a teiTestrial body; 
wdiich some do not call a transmigration, because that from 
which the insertion originates is immanifest. But the 
other mode is a transition from an incorporeal essence to 
any body whatever ; which also will be the first cominunioB 
of the soul with the liody. It will be right, therefore, to 
consider respecting this communion, what the passion 
arising from this conjunction then is, when the soul being 
entirely pore from body, becomes surrounded with the 
nature of body. Let us, however, first consider how this 
is effected in the soul of the universe ; for perhaps it is, 
proper, or rafcher is necessary, to begin from hence. For 
it is reepisite that we should explain its ingress into and 
animation of the body, for the sake of doctrine and per- 
spicuity. Though there never -was a time, therefore, in 
wdiich this universe was not animated, and it is not 
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possible for body to subsist if soul is absent, nor was 
matter ever unadorned, yet it is possible in conception and 
in words to separate these from each other. For by these 
we may analyze every composition. The truth then is as 
follows : If body had no existence, there would be no pro- 
gressions of soul ; since there is not any other place, where 
it is naturally adapted to be. If, however, soul intends to 
proceed, it will generate for itself a place, so that it will 
generate body. The stability of soul, however, being as it 
w'ere corroborated in pennaneucy itself, and soul also re- 
sembling the exigence of a great light, a darkness was in 
the mean time generated in the very extremity of the light, 
which soul perceiving, gave form to it, since it was likewise 
the cause of its subsistence. For it w^as not lawful for any 
thing proximate to soul, to be destitute of form. Hence, 
by this obscure nature which was generated by soul, that 
which is called obscure was received. [The universe] there- 
fore, being generated like a certain beautiful and various 
-edifice, is not separated from its maker [soul], nor yet is 
mingled with it ; but the whole of it is every where con- 
sidered by its artificer as deserving a providential attention. 
It is advahtageons, thei*efore, both to its existence and its 
bean by, to participate as much as possible of its maker ; 
.and to the latter this participation is not injurious. For 
it governs, abiding on high. And the world is animal ed 
after such a manner, that it cannot with so much propriety 
be said to have a soul of its own, as to liave a soul presid- 
ing over it ; being subdued by, and not subduing it, and 
'being possessed, and not possessing. For it lies ^ in soul 

^ Similar to this, one of the Chahhean Oracles, speahing of 
human souls, says, 

Ktivraij Trvprrovt; sXicov^aL aKf-iaiovr^ 

’E/c TrarpoOev Kartovrai:, d(p’ ojv ipvxd Karuhnor 
*E/ii7rvp(wv SpsTTsrai Kaprrior •d/vxi>rpo(poi> ui4)or. 


.i,e, “But they lie in God, drawing vigorous torches [i.r. unities, 
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wliicli sustains it, and no part of it is destitute of soul; 
being moistened witli life, like a net in water. It is not, 
lio%Tever, able to become that in wbieii it lies ; but the sea 
[of soul] being now extended, the net is also co-extended 
witlx it, as far as it is able. For each of the parts is in. 
capable of existing in any other situation than where each 
is placed. But soul is naturally so great, because it is 
without quantity. Hence every body is comprehended by 
one and the same thing. And whex’ever body is extended, 
there also soul is. Unless, however, body existed, the 
attention of soul would not be at all directed to magnitude. 
For it is of itself that wliich it is. For the world is so 
greatly extended, through soul being present with the 
whole of it. And the extension of the world is bounded, 
so far as in its progression it has soul for its saviour. The 
magnitude of the shadow, likewise, is as great as the 
reason [or productive principle] which is suspended from 
soul. But the reason was of such a kind as to be able to 
produce as great a magnitude as the form of it wished 
might be produced. 

X. Thus conceiving, therefore, it is requisite that again 
betaking ourselves to that which always subsists invariably 
the same, we should assume all things existing at once, 
such as the air, light, the sun, and the moon. And, like- 
wise, that we should again consider light and the sun as 
at once all things, but having the order of things first, 
sc^cond, and third. Here, also, we must consider soul as- 
being always established p and in the next place, we must 
assume the natures which are first, and those that are in a. 
consequent order, as the extremity of fire in that which is- 
posterior ; from the shadow of that fire which subsists at 

iiaages of the one}, desceiBlirig from the father; and from these- 
descending, the soul plucks of empyrean fruits, the soul -nourishing 
flower.” See uiy Collection of these Oracles, in the Old Monthly 
Magazine.” 


SELECT WORKS OF PLOTINUS. 



llie extremity of tliingS;, forming a conception of tlie fire 
wliieli ranks as the first. In the next place, we must con- 
ceive tills ultimate fire to be at tlie same time illmninatecl, 
so as to resemble form running into that nature which is 
liiirlod towards it, which was first generated, and is entirely 
obscure. It is, however, adorned according to reason by 
the power of soul, which possesses in itself wholly a po'wer 
of adorning by reasons [or productive principles] ; just as 
the reasons in seeds fashion and give form to animals, as if 
they, were certain little worlds. For whatever comes into 
contact with soul, is made to be such as the essence of soul 
is naturally adapted to make it. Soul, however, makes, 
not by an adventitious decision, nor by waiting for counsel 
and consideration ; for thus it would make not according 
to nature, -but according to adscititious art. For art is 
posterior to, and imitates soul ; producing obscure and im- 
becile imitations, which are things of a ludicrous nature, 
and not of much worth, and employing many machines in 
the formation of images. But soul by the power of essence 
has dominion over bodies in such a way, that they are 
generated and subsist, just as she leads them, since they 
are unable from the first to oppose her will. For in things 
of a posterior nature which impede each other, matter ^ is 
frequently de|)rived of the attainment of the appropriate 
form which the productive principle [latent] in the seed 
wished it to have. There, however [ic., in the universe], 
the whole form being generated by soul, and the generated 
natures having at the same time an arrangement, that 
which is produced hecomes beautiful without labour, and 
without impediment. But in the universe are fabricated, 
some things indeed which are statues of the Gods, others 
which are the habitations of meip and others which are 
adapted to other things. For what else ought to be gene- 

^ From the version of Ficinus, it is necessaiy here to supply the 
word 7) vXrf, 
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rated about soul,^ esceiit tliose things -which it possesses the 
po-vver of producing r For the property of fire is to pi-o- 
duce heat, and of another thing [cold] to refrigerate. But 
tile peculiarity of soul is, partly to produce something from 
i,sel-i into another thing, and partly to produce something 
m Itself. For m inanimate natures, indeed, that which is 
roin themselves, lies in tliem as it were in a dormant state; 
blit that which tends to another thing, endeavours to assi- 
milate to itself that which, is able to be passive to it. And 


imson, imparts reason to body, 
it possesses itself. For that wh 
image of life. Body, also, ree 
morphcB, of which soul contains 
Soul, likewise, comprehends in 
ciples of Gods,‘ and of all thiuj 
contains all things in itself. 

XI. Those ancient 
the Gods should be 

and statues, a 

to the nature of the 


wise men, likewise, who wishing that 
present with them, fabricated temples 
appear to me to have directed their attention 
. - - unh-erse, and to have intellectually 

perceived, ^ that the nature of soul is every where tractable ; 
and that it may be received the most easily of all thine-s' 
if any thing is fashioned so as to he passive to it, and^’i! 
able to receive a certain portion of it. But every thine- is 
disposed to be passive which is in any way imitative, so as 

* t.c. Of divine souls, each of which is a God .accordhi<r to iiartici 
pation. See the ti,U hook of luy translation of Proclus “ uL ^ 

'Jliooiogy of Plato.” 
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to l>e able^ike a mirror to seize a certain form. For tlie 
nature of the universe has fashioned all things most arti- 
ticialiy jn imitation of those forms the participations of 
•which it contains in itself. And since every thing is thus 
gene rated, the reason [or productive principle] in matter, 
which was fashioned according to a reason prior to matter, 
is conjoined to that G-od, conformahlv to whom it was 
generated, and which the soul looks to, and possesses while 
it fabricates. Hence it %vas not possible for any thing to l.>e 
generated destitute of this God ; nor again, is it possible for 
hhn to descend hither; since this God is intellect, the sun 
of the intellectual world, Let this, therefore, he assumed 
by us as the paradigm of reason. But next to this soul 
follows, suspended from permanently abiding intellect, and 
being also itself permanent. Soul, therefore, imparts tbe 
terminations of itself which are prior to this visible sun, to 
this sun ; and causes it through itself as a medium to Ijc 
conjoined to intellect, becoming as it were an interpreter of 
the things derived from intellect to the sun, and also of 
those which revert from the sun to intellect, so far as the 
former recurs through soul to the latter. For no one thing 
is very remote from another ; and yet again, it is remote 
through dife’ence and mixture. But every thing [in the 
intellectual region] is in itself, not locally, and each is 
united to each, and is at the same time separate from 
each. These, however, [i,e. the mundane spheres] are 
. Gods, because they are never deserted by intellect ami 
soul ; and are suspended from the primordial soul, which 
is as it were departing [from mundane natures]. These, 
therefore, so far as they are what they are, and so far 
as they are said to look to intellect [are divine]; tlie 
vision of soul itself being directed no where else than to 
intellect.^ 

^ The latter part of this sentence in the original is as follows : 
Mapiov ‘ipvxijc avrtjQ r/ crMjuarot; t/ca pXeTTovcnic ; hnt hotli the sense 
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XII. Tlie souls of men, however, beholding the images 
of themselves, like that of Bacchus in a mirror,* were from 
thence impelled to descend ; yet were not cut ofE frok their 
piineiple and from intellect For they did not descend in 
conjunction with intellect, but proceeded as far as to the 
earth, their heads being at the same time established above 
the heavens. It happened, however, that their descent 
was more extended, because that which subsists in them 
as a medium, is compelled to exercise a guardian care, in 
consequence of the nature into which it arrives I’equir- 
ing solicitous attention. But the father Jupiter, com- 
miserating laborious souls, made the bonds about which 

and the version of.Fieinus require that the word should be 

expunged. 

* The meaning of what is here said by Plotinus, wOl be illus- 
trated by the following remarkable jjassage from the MS. Com- 
mentary of Olympiodorus “ On the Pliajdo.” “ In order,” (says 
he) “ to the soul’s deseout, it is necessary that she should first 
establish an image of hei-iself in the body; and in the second place 
that she should sympathize with the image according to a simili- 
tucie of form. For every form hastens into a sameness with itself 
through an innate convergency to itself. In the third place' 
becoming situated in a divi.sible nature, it is necessary that she 
should be lacerated and scattered together with such a nature, and 
tliat slie sliouhl fall into an ultimate distribution, till through a 
cathartic life, she raises herself from the extreme dispersion 
loosens the hoiid of sympathy through which she is united to the 
body, and energizirig without the image, becomes established 
according t(>_ her jirimary life. And we may behold a resemblance 
of all thi^, in the fable res])ecting Bacchus the paradigm of our 
intellect, hor it is said rlnit iJionj’sius, establishing his ima"e 
in a mirror, pursued if, and thus become distributed into the 
universe. But Apollo excitial and elevated Bacchus, this God 
lieiiig a cathartic deity, and the true saviour of Dionysius. And 
on this account he is celebrated as -Dionysoter. for so 

it is requisite to read, andniot aovvmThg.y^ See more on this 
.subject in the second editi<m <»f my treatise, ‘‘ Oh tlie Eleusinian 
and Bacehi<; Mysteries, “ in ^'uni]>er 16 of the “Pamphleteer,’’ for 
November, ISib, ^ 
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I they labour mortal, causing them to have periodical cessa- 

i ^ tious of their toil, and a liberation from body, that they also 
■i may become situated there where tho soul of the universe 

I always resides, without any conversion to Aese inferior 

i realms. For what the world now possesses is sufficient to 

I it, 'and will be pei-petually through all the follomng revo- 

I lutions and periodic restitutions of time, and this cstab- 

j lished in measures of definite lives, in which these are led 

to an harmonious agreement with those. At tho same 
j time, likewise, all things are arranged by one reason, with 

! reference to the ascent and descent of souls, and every 

j ' other particular. The sfmfhouy, however, of souls with the 

■ order of the universe, which nevertheless are not suspended 

from the universe, but eo-adapt themselves in their descent, 
and malce one concord with the mundame circulation, is tes- 
tified by this, that their fortunes, lives, and deliberate elect ions, 
are signified by the figures of the stars. That the universe, 
likewise, utters as it were one voice harmouically and 
aptly, is asserted by the ancients more than any thing else, 
though obscurely. But this would not be the ease, unless 
the universe was both active and passive through its par- 
ticipation of intellectual forhis, in the measures of , its 
periods, orders, and lives; souls evolving themselves ao- ; 
cording to the genera of discursive progressions, at one 
time in the intelligible world, at another in the heavens, > 
and at another being converted to these inferior realms. 
Every intellect, however, is always in the intelligible 
world, and never departing from its own proper habita- 
tion, but established on high, sends through soul these 
objects of sensible inspection. But soul irom its proximity 
to 'intellect, is in a greater degree disposed according to 
the fonn which flourishes there, and to some of the natures 
posterior to itself imparts a saireness of subsistence, but 
to others a subsistence which is di'fferent at different times, 
and a wandering which proceeds in an orderly course. 
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Souls, liowevei’, do not always equally descend, but 
times more, and at otiier times less, though they may # 
belong to the same genus. But each soul descends to 
that which is prepared for its i-eception, according to 
similitude of disposition. For it tends to that to which 
it has become similar ; one soul indeed to man, but 
another to some other animal. 

XIII. For justice, which is said to be inevitable, subsists 
in such a manner in a ruling nature, that every thing pro- 
ceeds in that order with reference to which it was generated 
an image of archetypal pre-election and disposition. And 
that whole form of the soul, is similar to that to which it 
has ill itself a disposition, and which then sends and intro- 
duces it where it is jiroper for it to be situated; not that 
it may then descend into body, or into this particular 
body ; but that when the prescribed period arrives, souls 
may as it were spontaneously descend, and enter into that 
receptacle in which it is necessary for them to reside. A 
different soul, also, has a different time of descent; which 
. when it arrives, souls descend, as if called by a cryer, enter 

: into an aiipropriate body, and are similarly affeked with 

those who are moved and borne along by the powers and 
stiong at bi actions of magicians. They, likewise, resemble 
the administiation which takes place in one animal, which 
moves each in a certain time, and generates hair, the 
beard, and the nature of horns, and now impels them to, 

; and causes tliem to be efflorescent in things of this kind 

; wliich they did oot possess before. They are also similar 

hi the administration in the growth of trees which vegetate 
; in orderly pre-established periods of time. Souls, however, 

I proceed neither voluntarily, nor from compulsion. For that 
whicli is voluntary in them [when they descend] is not 
, as if it were delibera^ie choice, but resembles a [fflysical 
leaping, or the natural tendencies to wedlock, or the im- 

j pulses to certain beautiful actions, to which we are not 

' 
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excited bj a reasoning process. A certain particular thing, 
lioweYer, is always accompanied with a certain destiny. 
And to this thing the present time, but to another the 
future pertains [as to the accomplishment of the decrees 
of fate]. The destiny, indeed, of the intellect which is 
prior to the world, is to remain in the intelligible region, 
and from thence to impart something [to the sensible 
iiniyerse]. And particulars, falling under the universal 
law, are from thence sent hither. For in each, that which 
is universal is inherent. This law, also, does not receive 
its perfective power externally, but is imparted so as to be 
in the natures that use it, and to be carried about with 
them. When the time, likewise, arrives [which the law 
decreed], then that is effected which it wished to be 
effected, by those who possess this law. Hence, they 
themselves accomplish the law which surrounds them, 
and becomes strong through being established in them ; 
oppressing them as it were with its weight, and producing 
in them a promptitude and vehement desire of arriving at 
that place, to which the law within them announces they 
should come. 

XIV. These things, therefore, thus subsisting, this world 
having many lights, and being illustrated by souls, is 
adorned by’ other prior worlds, deriving a different gift 
from a different world ; both from those Gods themselves, 
and from other intellects, throngh whom souls are imparted 
to the universe. And it is probable, that this is obscurely 
indicated by the fable, in which it is said that Prometheus 
having fashioned a woman, the other Gods also contributed 
to her embellishment. It is likewise said, that he mingled 
earth with water, and inserted the human voice ; that he 
gave her a form resembling that of the Goddesses ; that 
Venus and the Graces imparted s?>mething to her; and 
that a different divinity bestowed on her a different gift. 
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And lastly, that from the gift, and all the givers, she was 
called Pandora. For all the Gods gave something to this • 
figment, which was 2}roduced by a certain providence.'^ But 
what else is signified by Prometheus warning his brother 

^ The recondite meaning of this fable, is thus beautifully un- 
folded by Olympiodoriis in his MS. Scholia, “On the Gorgias of 
Plato : ” Prometheus is the inspective guardian of the descent of 
rational souls : for to exert a providential energy is the employ- 
ment of the rational soul, and prior to any thing else to know 
itself. Irrational natures, indeed, perceive through percussion, 
and prior to impulsion know nothing ; but the rational nature is 
able, prior to information from another, to know what is useful. 
Hence, Epimetheus is the inspective guardian of the irrational 
soul, because it knows through percussion, and not prior to it. 
Prometheus, therefore, is that power Avhich presides over the 
descent of rational souls. But the fire which he stole from heaven, 
signifies the rational soul itself j because as fire tends upward, so 
the rational soul pursues things on high. But you will say, why 
is this fire said to have been stolen ? I answer, that which is 
stolen is transferred from its proper place to one that is foreign. 
Since, therefore, the rational soul is sent from its proper place of 
abode on high, to earth as to a foreign region, on this account the 
fire is said to be stolen. But why was it concealed in a reed? 
Because a reed is cavernous, and therefore signifies the fluid body 
in which the soul is carried. Why, however, was the fire stolen, 
contrary to the will of Jupiter? Again, the fable speaks as a 
fable. For both Prometheus and Jupiter are wdlling that the 
soul should abide on high j but as it is requisite that she should 
descend, the fable fabricates particulars accommodated to the 
persons. And it represents, indeed, the superior character, which 
is Jupiter, as umvilling ; for ho wishes the soul always to abide 
on high : but the inferior character, Prometheus, obliges her to 
descend. Jupiter, therefore, ordered Pandora to be made. And 
j what else is this than the irrational soul, which is of a feminine 

p characteristic? For as it ^vas necessary that the soul should 

descend to these lower regions, but being incorporeal ami divine, 

; it was impossible fonher to be conjoined with body without a 

i medium ; hence she becomes united with it through the irrational 

: soul But this irrational soul was called Pandora, because each of 
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Epin-^etlieiis, not to acce|>t tlie gift^ [Pandora], tlian tliat 
the choice of that which is in the intelligible, is more 
excellent [than of that which is in the sensible world] ? 
The maker, however, Promethens, was afterwards bound, 
because in a certain respect he comes into contact with the 
thing generated by him, A bond, also, of this kind is 
external, and the solution of it is by Hercules ; beeanse he 
possesses a liherating power. Of these things, however, 
any one may form whatever opinion he pleases. But it 
is evident that the gifts imparted to the world are indicated 
by this fable, and that it accords with what has been before 
said. 

XY. Souls, therefore, fall from the intelligible world, in 
the first place indeed, into the heavens, and there receiving 
a body, they now proceed through it into more terrene 
bodies, so far as their progressions are more extended in 
length. And some of them indeed, proceed from the 
heavens into inferior bodies, hut others pass from certain 
bodies into others ; these bmng such as have not a powder 
sufficient to raise themselves from hence, on account of the 
great weight and oblivion which they have attracted, and 
wdiich draw them downward by their oppressive influence. 


the Gods bestovred on it some particular gift. And this signifies 
that the iHuminations which terrestrial natures receive, take place 
through the: celestial bodies.” * 

^ Ficiniis, in what is here said of Prometheus, appears to have 
entirely mistaken the meaning of Plotinus, and also not to have 
attended to what is asserted in the fable itself. For the transla- 
tion of Fieiniis is : “ Quod aiitein Epimetlieus ei donum dederit 
nulhim. But the Greek is : 6 di TrpofjLrjOwg aTroTroiovfieyog rb bibpov 
avTov. See the Works and Days of Hesiod. 


* For the irrational soul is an immaterial hody^ or in other 
words, vitalized extension, such as the mathematical bodies which 
wc frame in the phantasy or imagination ; and the celestial bodies 
arc of this kind. 
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Blit souls become different from eacb other, either through 
the diversity into which they are introduced, or through ^ 
I the diferenee of their fortunes and educations ; or again, 

■ they have a difference from themselves ; or they differ in 

j all these respects, or in some of them. And some of them, 

' indeed, entirely fall under the dominion of the fate which 

; is liere ; but others, at one time are subject to fate, and at 

I another are dependent only on themselves. Others again 

: grant that such things as are necessary must indeed be 

endured, but that such things as ai’e their own works 
belong to themselves, and that living according to another 
legislation which comprehends in itself all beings, they 
give themselves to a,nother more sacred law. This legisla- 
tion, however, is a contexture consisting of all the reasons 
and causes that are here, of psychical motions and the 
! laws derived from thence. It also- accords with- these, 
thence receives its principles, and weaves together with 
them whatever is of a consequent nature. And such 
things indeed, as are able to save themselves according to 
their proper habit, it preserves unshaken ; but it conducts 
other things to that condition of being to which they are 
naturally adapted, so as to be the cause in their descent of 
the different situations of different things. 

XVI. The punishments, therefore, which are iDiiicted 
with justice on the wicked, it is proper to refer to the 
order which leads every thing in a becoming manner. 
Such things, however, as happen to the good without 
justice, as punishments, or poverty, or disease, may be said 
to take place through offences committed in a former life. 

; For these things are woven together, and are pre-signified, 
so that tliey are also produced according to reason. Or 
: shall we say that these are not effected according to 

physical reasons, nor to be ranked among things which 
j have a preeedaneous subsistence, but among such as are 
^ consequent to tliem ? As if some edifice should fall, the 
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: anlBial upon wliich it falls would be killed, wliatever it 

I ' niiglit be. Or as if two certain tilings moving with an 
' orderly motion, or even one thing tliiis moving, that which 

happens to fail at the time, should be broken or trampled 
I on. Or it may be said, that this unjust circumstance is 

i' not an evil to him who suffers it, and is useful to the con» 

] nesion of the whole of things. Or that neither is it 

unjust, things having a just retribution from antecedent 
transactions. For it is not proper to think that some 
things are co-ordinated, but that others are to be referred 
to the impulse of arbitrary will. For if it is necessary 
that things should be generated according to causes and 
^ physical consequences, and according to one reason and 

one order, it is also necessary to think that the smallest 
things are co-ordinated, and woven together. Hence the 
unjust conduct of one man towards another, is indeed 
unjust to the doer, and the agent is not without blame, yet 
being co-ordinated in the universe, it is not unjust with 
reference to it, nor to him who suffers the injury, but it 
was thus fit that it should take place. Hut if he who is 
injured is a worthy man, the end of these things is good 
to him.^ For it is necessary to think, that this co-ordi- 
nation of things is not without divinity, and is not 
unjust, but is accurate in the retribution of that which 
is appropriate ; but that it has immanifest causes, and 
on this account is the occasion of blame to the 
V ignorant.. 

^ Conformably to this, it is divinely said by Plato in the 
Eepubiic: “Whatever comes from the Gods to the man who is 
beloved by the Gods, will all be the best possible, unless he has 
some necessaiy ill from former miscarriage. Hence, if the just 
man happens to be in poverty, or disease, or in any other of those 
seeming evils, these things issue to him iif something good either 
whilst alive or dead. For never at any time is he neglected by 
the Gods, who inclines earnestly to endeavour to become just, and 
practises virtue, as far as it is possible for man to resemble God.'* 
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I XVII. That souls, however, first descend from the in- 

telligible into the heavens, may be rationally inferred fi’cin ^ 
I the following considerations. If the heaven is in the 
I sensible place that which is most excellent, it will be proxi- 
j mate to the extremities of intelligibles. Hence, the celestial 
[ bodies are first animated from thence, and participate of 
I them, as being more adapted to participation. But a ter- 
restrial body is the last of bodies, is naturally adapted to 
participate of soul in a less degree, and is more remote 
from an incorporeal nature. All the celestial souls indeed 
illuminate heaven, and impart as it were much of them- 
selves, and the first procession from themselves to it, but 
other things become fulgid through posterior natures. The 
souls, however, which descend below the heavens, illumi- 
nate another inferior nature, but their condition is not 
ameliorated by proceeding to a greater extent. For there 
is something which is as it were a centre ; but after this is 
a circle shining from the centre ; and after this, another 
circle, which is a light emanating from a light. External 
? to these, however, there is no longer another circle of light, 
but that ‘which is posterior to them is indigent of its proper 
light, through the want of a foreign splendour. But let 
this be a rhombus, or rather a sphere, of such a kind as to 
; participate of the second of these circles, to which it is the 

I next in oi dei , and through j)roximity to which it becomes 

I resplendent. The great light, therefore, [i.e. intellectj 

I illuminates abiding, and the light which emanates from it 

I proceeds according to [or is characterized by] reason. Bui 

I the other things eo-iliuminate, some indeed abiding, but 

I otliers being* abundantiy attracted by the splendour of that 

i ^’vhich is illuminated. In the next place, since the illumi- 

nated natures require much guardian attention, like ships- 
in a storm at sea, the pilots of which incessantly watch 
over them, and neglecting their own concerns, forget that 
,.r they are frequently in danger of perishing together with 
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tile ships ; tlius also these souls are abundantly hurried 
"" away from their own concerns, and afterwards are detained 
in the bonds of enchantment, being held in durance 
through their attention to nature. But if each animal was 
sui*h as the universe, having a body sufficient and perfect, 
and free from the danger of passivity, in this case, the 
soul which is said to be present with body, would not be 
present with it, but entirely abiding on high would impart 
life to the body [which is suspended from it]. 

XYIII. Again, shall we say that the soul employed the 
discursive energy of reason, before she came into body, 
and will also after her departure from it? Or shall we 
say that a reasoning process is employed by her here, in 
consequence of her being involved in doubt and filled with 
care, through which she becomes debilitated in a greater 
degree? Bor throngh a diminution of intellect, she 
requires the discursive energy of reason in order to be 
sufficient to herself ; just as reasoning is reqmsite in the 
arts, through the artists being involved in doubts. But 
i when there is no difficulty, then art subdues [its subject 
I matter] and operates. If, however, souls live in the intel- 
! ligible world without reasoning, how can they be any 

I longer rational ? In answer to this, it may be said, that 

i they are still rational, because they are able to employ a 
reasoning process whenever circumstances render it neces- 
sary. It is necessary, however, to assume a ratiocination 
of this kind; since if some one should consider the dis- 
cursive energy of reason as a disposition always subsisting 
from intellect in souls, and a stable energy which is as it 
were an evolution of inteEectual light, and if in the intelli** 
gible souls also use the reasoning power, yet as it appears 
to me, we must not think that voice is employed by them 
there, so long as they entirely subsist in the intelligible 
world. But when they have bodies in the heavens, they 
40 not use the dialect which they emjiloy here through in- 
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digence or ambiguity ; but performing every thing in an 
orderly manner, and according to nature, they neither • 
TOmmand any thing to be done, nor consult about it. 
They also mutuaUy know the objects of their knowledge 
thiough a consciousness of perception ; since even here 
likewise we know many things through the eyes, pertaining 
to those that are silent. There, however, every body is pure, 
and each inhahitcmi as if. were an eye. Nothing likewise is 
there concealed, or fictitious, but before one can speak to 
another, the latter knows what the former intended to say. 
But there is no absurdity in admitting that dsemons and 
souls that dwell in the air use voice; for such as these are 
animals. 

XIX. Shall we however say that the impartible and par- 
tible, are to be considered according to the same thing [in 
the soul], a,s if they were mingled together ; or that the 
impartible is to be assumed according to one thing, but the 
partible as something successive, and another part of the 
soul ? Just as we say the rational part is one thing, but 
the irrational another. This, however, will be known, when 
we have explained what we say each of these is. The im- 
partible, therefore, is simply assumed by Plato, but the 
partible not simply; [for he says that the soul is a 
medium between an essence impartible] and an essence 
which is divisible about bodies, and that the soul is not on 
this account generated. It is requisite, therefore, to eon- 
sidei after wha.t manner the nature of body is indigent of 
soul for the purposes of living; and to see that it is^neces- 
sary the soul should every where be present with the body, 
and also with the whole of it. Every sensitive power 
indeed, if it jjerceives through the whole body, arrives at 
the whole by being divided. For being every where in the 
body, it may be said' to be divided ; but appearing every 
where a whole, o may be said that it is not entirely distri- 
buted into pai ts ; but that it becomes partible about bodies. 


1 



1 231 SELECT, .WORKS OF FLOTINUS. 

If, liowever, some one should say that the soul is not 
f divided in the other senses, hut in the touch alone, to this 
we reply, that the soul is also divided in the other senses, 
since it is the. body , which receives it, but that it is less 
divided than in the touch. The physical and augmenta- 
; tive powers also of the soul, are divided in a similar 

i manner. And if desire dwells about the liver, but anger 

; about the heart, the same thing must also be asserted of 
these. Perhaps however, these were not assumed in that 
mixture ; or perhaps they were assumed, but after another 
manner, and these were produced from some one of the 
assumed particulars. But the reasoning power and in- 
tellect, do not give themselves to body ; for their work is 
not effected through corporeal instruments ; since these 
are an impediment when they are employed in contempla- 
tions. Hence the impartible is different from the partible, 
and they are not mingled as one thing, but as a whole con- 
sisting of parts, each of which is pure, and separate in 
power. If, however, that which becomes partible about 
bodies, has the impartible from a more sublime ^ower, this 
very same thing may be both impartible and partible, as 
being mingled from the partible, and the power which 
: proceeds into it from on high. 

XX. It is requisite, liowever, to consider whether these, 
and what are called the other parts of the soul are in place, 
or these in short are not, but the other parts are, and if 
they are where they are, or wdiether none of them is in 
place. For if we do not assign a certain place to the 
several parts of the soul, but admit that each of them is 
no where, and thus make them to be no more within, than 
without the body, we shall render the body inanimate, and 
shall not be able to show how those Tvoidrs are effected 
which are performed, through the coi^oreal oi’gans. Qr if 
-we admit that some of the parts of the soul are in place, 
but others not, we shall not appear to grant those parts to 
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be in ns whicli we exclude from place, so that neitlier shall 
we admit that tlie whole of onr soul is. in ns. In short, 
therefore, we must neither assert that anj one of the parts 
of the soul, nor that the whole of it is in body. For place 
is that which eoniprehends, and is comprehensive of body ; 
and where each thing is that is divided, there it is situated 
in such a ivaj that the whole is not in any thing indis- 
criminately. Soul, however, is not body, and is not rather 
that which is comprehended than that which comprehends. 
2!lor yet is it in body as in a vessel ; for if it were, the body 
would become inanimate, whether it comprehended the soul 
as a vessel, or as idace ; unless it should be said that the 
soul is collected in itself, and by a certain distribution 
transmits something of itself into its vessel the body, and 
thus as much as the vessel participates, so much will be 
taken away from the soul. Place, howuver, properly so 
called, is incorporeal, and not body. So that in what will 
it be indigent of soul ? Body also, not by itself, but by 
the boundary of itself, will approximate to soul. Many 
other objections, likewise, may be urged against him who 
asserts that soul is in place. For place will always he eo- 
introduced with soul ; and [it may still he asked] what will 
that be which introduces together with itself place ? If 
place also is interval, much less will soul be in the body as 
in place. For it is necessary, that interval should be a 
vacuum, x>ody, however, is not a vacuum, but perhaps 
that will be a vacuum in which body is ; so that body will 
be in a vacuum. Moreover, neither will soul be in the 
body as in a subject. For that which is in a subject, is a 
passion of that in which it is, as colour aud figure. But 
soul is separable from the body. Nor yet, is soul in the 
body, as a part in the whole : for soul is not a part of the 
body. But if some one should say that soul is a part as in 
the whole animal, in the first place indeed, the same doubt 
will remain how it is in the whole. For it is not proper to 
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conceive that it subsists either as wine in a. vessel of wine, 
or as a vessel in a vessel; nor in the same manner as a 
thing is in itself. ISTor again, will it be in body as a whole 
in the parts. For it is ridiculous to sav that the soul is a 
whole, but the body parts. Neither is it as form in matter: 
for the form which is in matter, is inseparable from matter, 
xlnd matter now existing, form afterwards accedes to it. 
But soul produces tbe form in ma^tter, being itself some- 
thing di:fferent fi'om material form. If, however, it should 
be said that soul is not a generated, but a separate form, it 
will not yet be manifest how this form is in body ; and soul 
will be separate from body. How then is it said by all men, 
that the soul is in the body ? Shall we say it is because 
not the soul but the body is visible ? Perceiving therefore 
the body, and conceiving it to be animated because it is 
moved and has sensible pei'ception, we say that the body 
has the soul. Hence, therefore, we say that the soul is in 
the body. If, however, the soul were visible and sensible, 
so as to be perceived to be full of life, to comprehend 
entirely the body in life, and to extend itself equally to the 
extremities of it, we should no longer say that the soul is 
in the body, but that in the more principal nature that 
which is not such subsists, in that wdiicli contains, the 
thing contained; and that which flows in that vrhich does 
not how. 

XXI. What then slnill we say, if some one should ask 
us how the soul is present with tbe body, without giving 
us any information himself on the subject ? And also if 
lie should ask us whether the whole soul is similarly pre- 
sent, or a different part is differently present with the 
body? Since, therefore, none of the above-mentioned 
modes of the subsistence of one thing in another^ is 
adapted to the subsistence of the s<5ul in the body ; but 

' And these modes are enumerated by Aristotle in his '‘Physics.” 
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the soul is said to be in the body in such a way as the 
pilot in a ship, this is well said so far as pertains to the * 
power by which the soul is able to separate itself from the 
i body ; yet it does not entirely exhibit to us the mode which 
I we are now investigating. For the pilot, so far as he is a 

1 sailor, will be from accident a pilot in the ship. But, if the 

I Boul is present with the body in the same manner as the 

j : pilot alone with the ship, how is this effected F For the f 

pilot is not in all the ship, in the same manner as the soul ^ 

I is in all the body. Shall we, therefore, sa}--, that the soul 
is in the body, in the same way as art is in til© instrnnioiit ^ 
of art? For instance, as art in tlie rudder, if the rudder 
was animated, so that the piloting art is within it, morino* 

I it artificiailj. Now, however, there is this difference be- 
tween the two, that art operates externally, 
we admit that the soul is in the body, conf < 
paradigm of the pilot within the rudder, as i 
stmment ; for he thus will move it, in what 
to ©ffect ; sliall we make any accession to' th 
investigation? Or shall we again be dul 
soul is in hhe instrument? And though 
I ' different from the former modes, yet we stil 
I cover [something farther], and to accede stil 
thing proposed, 

h; . . , XXIL Shall we therefore say, that wh< 

■jy; , ■ present vdtli the body, it is present in the'sE 
light' is with the air? For again, this when 
j reality] not present. And being present 
; whole, is mingled with no part of it. It is 
manent, but the air flows by it. And when t 
situated out of that in which there is lig 
I possessing nothing luminous ; but as long 
the light, it is illuminated. Hence, here- a 
rightly said, that air is in light, rather tha 
On this account, likewise, Plato [in the I 
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not place soul in the body of tbe iiniyerse, but tlie body of 
tbe universe in soul. And lie says, that there is some- 
thing of soul in which body is contained, and also some- 
thing in which there is nothing of body ; meaning by the 
lodter those powers of the soul, of which the body is not 
indigent. The same thing, likewise, must be said of other 
souls. Hence, we must assert, that the other powers of the 
soul are not present with the body ; but that those powers 
are present with it of which it is indigent ; and that they 
are present, without being established either in the parts, 
or in the whole of the body. We must also say, that for 
the purpose of sensation indeed, the sensitive power is pre- 
sent with the whole of the sentient [organs] ; but that with 
respect to energies, a different energy is present with a 
different part of the body. But my meaning is as follows : 

XXIII. Since the animated body is illuminated by the 
soul, a different part of the body differently participates of 
it; and the power fitted to effect a certain work, is de- 
nominated according to the aj^titude of the organ to the 
work. Thus the power in the eyes is denominated visive, 
in the ears acoustic, in the tongue gustic, and in the nostrils 
olfactive ; but we say that the power of the touch is present 
with the whole body. For in order to effect this per- 
ception, the whole body is present as an instrument with 
the soul. Since, however, the instruments of the touch are 
in the nerves first, which also have the power of moving 
the animal, this power imparts itself from the nerves. But 
the nerves beginning from the brain, which is the principle 
of sense and impulse, and in short of the wdiole animal, as 
they are derived from hence to the other parts of the body, 
that which uses these instruments is considered as sub- 
sisting there where the principles of the instruments sub- 
sist. It is better, however, to say, that tbe principle of 
the energy of the power is there; for from whence the 
instrument is to be moved, there it is requisite that the 


power of the artificer, which is adapted to the instrument, | 

should be as it were firmlv fixed ; or rather not the power, ^ I 
since power is every where. But the principle of energy is | 

there, where the piiiiciple of the instrument exists. Since, I 

therefore, the power of sensible perception, and the power I 

of impulse, pertain to the sensitive soul, and the nature of I 

the phantasy, which as being nearer to that which is | 

beneEith, have reason situated above them;— this being I 

the case, where this principle is in the supreme part, there I 

reason was placed by the ancients in the summit of the I 

whole animal, viz. in the head ; not as being [immediately] I 

situated in the brain, but in this sensitive power, through I 

which [as a medium] reason is established in the brain. I 

For it is requisite to assign the sensitive power to the | 

body, and to that which is especially the recipient of the I 

energy of the body. But it is necessary that the form of I 

the soul which is able to receive apprehensions from reason, I 

should communicate with reason which has no communica- | 

tion with the body. For the sensitive power is in a certain | 

respect judicial; and the fantastic power is at it were in- I 

telleetual Impulse and appetite also follow the phantasy I 

and reason. Hence the reasoning power is there, not as in I 

place, but because that which is [locally] there, enjoys this | 

power [by participation]. But how that which is there | 

subsists, has been showui in the sensitive power. Since, I 

however, the vegetative, and also the augmentative and I 

nutritive powers never fail, but each of them nourishes I 

through the blood, and the blood which nourishes is in I 

the veins, but the principle of the veins and the blood is jlj 

in the liver, in which these powers are firmly fixed ; — this jl 

being the case, the ancients assigned this place to a por- H 

tion of the epithyrnetic soul. For that which generates, j| 

nourishes, and increases, must necessarily 'desire these I 

[viz. the veins and blood]. But as attenuated, light, Ij 

acute, and pure blood, is an instrument; adapted to anger, I 
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the foimtaiii of the blood, the heart, was considered by the 
a-ncients as a £t habitation for anger. For here a blood of 
this kind is secreted, which is adapted to the effervescence 

of anger. 

XXIT. Sonls, however, still having a body undergo 
corporeal punishments. But where does the soul dwell 
on its departure from body ? It will not indeed be here, 
where there is not any thing to receive it. For it is not 
able to abide in that which is not naturally adapted to 
receive it, unless the recipient lias something of an unwise 
and insane nature which attracts the soul to it. But the 
soul is in such a recipient as this, if it has something 
besides itself ; and it there follows where this recipient is 
naturally adapted to be and to be g6nera»ted. Since, how- 
ever, each place is ample, it is necessary that a difference 
should be produced both from the disposition of the soul, 
and the Justice which has dominion in things. For no one 
can ever -fly from the punishment which it becomes him to 
suffer for unjust deeds. For the divine law is inevitable, 
containing at once in itself the power of accoxaplishing 
what it has now judged to be fit. In the mean time, he 
who suffers is ignorantly led to that which it is proper lie 
should suffer, being every where in his wanderings con- 
ducted in a circuitous course ' by an unstable motion, but 
at length, like one wearied by the resistance which he lias 
made, falling into a place adapted to him, he undergoes an 
invorantary suffering through a voluntary motion. In the 
law, however, it is promulgated how much and how bag 
it is necessary to suffer. And again, at the same time a 
remission of punishment concurs with the power of flving 
from those places [in which the punishment is inflicted] 
tlirough a power of harmony by which all things are de- 

] Instead of ai(.>pow//«voc in this place, it*appears from the version 
ot hicinxis, that we should read TrsptayojxHifoc* And indeed, the 
, sense of the passage requires this emendation. 
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taiiied. But to souls that have bodies, it also pertains to 
undergo corporeal punishments. Souls, however, that are 
pure, and attract nothing whatever to themselves of body,, 
are also necessarily unconfined by tbe body. If, therefore, 
they are 7iot at all in holy, for neither have they a body, 
they . are' there where essence and being, and that ivhich is 
clivine, 'Subsist, viz. in God. Hence, a soul of this hind will 
be here, and together with these, and in deity. If, how- 
ever, you still inquire where it will be, you must adso 
inquire where they are. But in exploring this, do not 
explore it with the eyes, nor as if you were investigating 
bodies. 

XXV. With respect to memory, it must be considered 
whether soxils on departing from these places recollect 
[what happened to them on the earth]; or whether this is 
the case with some souls, but not with others ; and like- 
wise, wlietlier they have a recollection of all things, or of 
certain things only. And in a similar manner, it deserves 
to be investigated vfhetlier they always remember, or for a 
certain time near to their departure from ' hence. If, how- 
ever, w'e intend to investigate these things rightly, wliat 
that is which remembers must be first assumed.. I do not 
mean that we must inquire what memory is, but what that 
iS'.in which it is naturally adapted to subsist. For vre have 
else-where shown what memory^ is, and it has been fre- 
quently mentioned ; but it must now be more accurately' 
assumed what that is which is naturally adapted. to„ re.- 
in ember. If, therefore, the power of memory .is' something 
adventitious, or somelluiig belonging to discipline or passio.B,. 
remembraiic'e will not happen to beings, whiclr are inipassive' 
and superior to time. Hence, memory must not be placed 
in deity, or in noirig, or intellect. For to these notliim^ 
accedes ; nor does tiim, but eternity subsist about being. 

^ Memory is suhuuarily, stahiilfy of kmidedgc ; just as immor- 
tality is stability of life, and eternity is stability of being. 
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is either temporal priority or that wliieli is successive 
there ; but each of these always subsists as it is, in same- 
ness, receiving no mutation. How, therefore, can that 
which is in the same and the similar be in want of memory ? 
Hor it is not at all disposed in futurity in a wav different 
from what it -was before ; nor has it one intelligence after 
another, in oi’der that it may abide in another, or that it 
may remember another intellection "wliieh it formerly pos- 
sessed. But what prevents it from knowing the mutations 
■of other things, without being changed itself, such as the 
periods of the world ? Shall w’-e say it is because it iiitel- 
lectiialij perceives one thing as prior, but another as 
posterior which is consequent to the mutations of that 
which is convolved ? Besides, remembrance is diifereiit 
from intellectual perception : and it must not be said that 
the intellection of itself is recollection. For it does not 
qaroceed in its energy for the purpose of detaining it, lest 
it should depart ; for thus it might fear lest the essence of 
itself should depart from itself. Neither, therefore, must 
it be said that soul remembers after the same manner, as 
we say it recollects those things which it innately possesses. 
But having descended hither, it possesses these innate con- 
ceptions, yet does not [always] energize according to them, 
and especially when it has profoundly descended into body. 
The ancients, however, appear to have considered memory 
and reminiscence to be the same thing as for the soul to 
■energize according to those things which it now possesses ; 
so that this is another species of memory. Hence, time is 
not present with memory thus denominated. Perhaps, 
how^ever, these things are considered by us lightly, and 
not accurately. For perhaps it may be doubted, whetiier 
memory and reminiscence belong to such a soul as this 
[which we are now considering] 6t whether they do not 
rather pertain to another more obscure soul, or to this 
animal which is a composite of soul and bodv. And if 
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tliej belong to anotlier soul, it may also be doubted when 
and liow it received what it recollects ; and a similar doubt 
will arise if they are said to pertain to the composite of 
soul and body. Hence, that must be investigated which 
was the subject of our inquiry from the first, what that is 
which possesses in us the power of remembering. And if^ 
indeed, it is the soul which remembers, it must be con- 
sidered what part or power of the soul it is ; but if it is 
the sentient power, as to some it has a.ppeaa'ed to be, 
what the mode is of its subsistence must be investigated, 
and what ought to be called the animal. And again, 
whether it is proper to admit that the same thing appre- 
hends both sensibles and uitelligibles, or that one thing 
perceives the former, but another the latter of these. 

XXYI. If, therefore, the animal is both at one and the 
same time in the senses according to energy, it is also 
necessary that sensible perception should bo a thing of this 
kind. ' Hence, likewise, it is said to be common, in the 
vsame manner as to bore with an auger and to weave ; in 
order that soul ma,y subsist comformably to the ai'tificer, in 
sensible perception, but the body according to the instru- 
ment ; the body indeed suifering and being ministrant, but 
the soul receiving the impression of the body, or tha.t 
^which is, ejected through the body. Or the soul must 
receive the judgment arising from the passion of the 
.body ; where, indeed, sense may thus be said to be the 
common work, but memory vrili not be compelled to per- 
tain to that vrhieh is coinrnon, the soul now receiving the 
impivssiou, and (iiinr j.restrving or ejecting it; unless 
some one shcfuld infer that remembrance also is something 
common, I)eeause we aerpiire a good inerm>ry, and likewise 
become forgetful froju tlie temperaments of the body. It 
aiay also lie said, r]i‘U:4iie body either impedes or does not 
impede remiriiscen<'c% Lmt that rememlmnice will neverthe- 
less be the province of tlie soul. And with.'respect to dis- 
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ciplines, how will the remembrance of these pertain to that 
which IS common [or to the animal which is the composite 
oi sonl and body , and not rather belong to the soul? But 
if the animal is both at once in such a way that another 
thmg IS produced from both, in the first place indeed, it 

sold ^ “hither body nor 

sonl. roi both being changed, the animal -syiH not be 

something different from both; nor again, both bein« 
mingled, will the sonl be in the animal in capacity only" 
though even in this case, remembrance will nevertheless 

mixture of honey with 
• e, if there is still something of sweetness in it, this will 

said that the soul indeed herself remembers, vet m conse 
quence of being in the body, and therefore not being- pure' 
but as it were affected with quality, she is able to impress 
in the body the types of sensibles, and to establish Is it 
were a seat m it, for- the purpose of receiving forms and 
preventing them from gliding away ? To this we reply, in 
he first place indeed, these types are not magnitude^ Z 
m the second place, are they like impressions from a seal 
or resistances, or figurations, because neither is there any 

was but the mode even m sensibles resembles that of 

theie be ? _ Or what need is there of bodv, or corporeal 

quality in intellectual enemy? Moreover ir -nn ^ 

1 7 *. t iviuiLovei, ir IS neeessarv 

that soul should remember its own motions, such as its 
endencies to the objects of its desire, and to things which 
It has not obtained, and which have not arrived at the 
body. Tor how could the body speak of things winch h vv! 

««t„rived t. it? 0, t“ 

junction mth body, that which the fcody is not at aU natu- 
rally adapted to know ? But it must he said, indeed th?t 
some thmgs end m the soul; and these are such as entei 
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throiigli the "bodjj but that others pertain to the soul 
alone, if it is necessary that the soul should be something, 
and that there is a certain nature and work of it. If, 
however, this be the case, audit desires, and remembers its 
desire, it will also remember' the attainment, or non-attain- 
..ment of the object of its desire, since its nature 4oes not 
rank among things of a flowing condition. Por if this is ■■ 
not adniitted, we must neither grant that it has, a co-sensa- 
tion, nor a power of following the conceptions of intellect, 
nor a certain conspiration, and as it were consciousness of 
itself.: ; For unless the soul naturally possessed these 
things, it would not obtain them through its union with 
the body ; but it would indeed have certain energies, the 
works of which would require the assistance of corporeal 
organs; and of' some things it would bring with itself the 
powers ; but of others it would also bring* the energies. 
With respect to memory, however, the body is an impedi- 
ment to it ; since even now also oblivion is produced from 
the addition of certain things ; but through ablation 'and 
purification, iiiemory frequently emerges. . Whem the soul, 
therefore, is alone, it is necessary that the moveable and 
flowing nature of the body, should be the cause of oblivion 
and not of memory. Hence, also, body may be understood 
to be the river of Lethe. : Let, therefore, this passion [he., 
memory] belong to the .soul. 

XXVII. To what sotd, l;j?Owever, does memory ]>ortuiu? 
.Does, it belong to that more divine soul according* to ■whit-h 
we subsist, or ' to, the' other which w^e 'derive 'from the 
universe r May we not say, that memory pertains to eaeJj 
of these ; but tliat one kijid of niernorv is ' peculiar, ' and 
another common? and tliat wiion they are conjoined, idi 
the species of meuiory subsist at oncx* ; hni that when 
hey are separated, if both should exist and remiain, eaeh 
soul will preserve for a long time the I'emeiubrance of 
things pertaining to itself, 1>ut for a short time the read- 
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lection of tilings foreign to its nature ? The image, there- 
^ fore,^ of Hercules, is in Hades.' For it a,ppears to me 
requisite to think, that this image has a recollection of 
everj thing that has been transacted in life. For to this‘ 
image life especially pertained. Other souls, however, 
being both these together, have nothing more to saj than 
what pertains to this life, and in consequence of being the 
composite of soul and body, know the concerns of the 
piesent state of existence, or besides this, something be- 
longing to justice. But we have not vet shown what 
Hercules himself, who is without the image, will saj. 
What, therefore, will the other soul saj that is liberated 
and alone ? For the soul, indeed, which is attracted bj 
body, will recollect every thing which the man did or 
suffered [in the present life]. In, the course of time, how- 
ever, after death, the recollection of other things also from 
former lives will ai'ise, so that some of these will be dis- 
missed and despised. For the soul becoming in a greater 
degree purified from the body, will recollect those things, 
the remembrance of which she had lost in the present life. 
But when she becomes situated in another body, she will 
then indeed departing [from an intellectual] speak of the 
concerns of an external life. She will, likewise, speak of 
the things which she has just left, and also of many things 
pertaining to a superior life. But as many adventitious 
circumstances will arise in the course of time, she will 
always be oppressed with oblivion. What, however, will 
the soul which becomes alone remember ? Or should we 
not first consider to what power of the soul remembrance 
belongs ? 

XXYIII. Do we, therefore, remember through the 
powers by which we perceive sensibly and learn ? Or do 
we remember the objects of desire# through the power by 


^ ie. The irrational, which is the image of the rational soul, is 
in the obscurity of the sensible life. 
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wMcli we desire, and the objects of anger throngh the 
irascible power P For it may be said, that it is not one 
thing which enjoys, and another which remembers wha.t 
that thing enjoyed. The epithymetic power, therefore, is 
again moved throngh memory to the objects which it once 
enjoyed, when they present themselves to its view. For 
why is it not moved by another object, or not after the 
same manner ? What hinders ns, therefore, from granting 
to it a sensation of things of this hind ? And why may 
we not, therefore, attribute desire to the sensitive power, 
and this in every respect, so that every thing may be 
named according to that which predominates? Or shall 
we say, that we ascribe sense to each thing in a different 
manner? Thus, for instance, it is sight indeed that per- 
ceives, and not the power which desires. But the power 
wdiieii desires is moved by sense, as it were in succession ; 
yet not in such a way as that sense can tell what the 
quality is of the desire, but so as to sufUer without per- 
ceiving what it is. Thus also with respect to anger, sighi} 
sees the author of the injury, but anger rises in opposition 
to the injurer ; just as when a shepherd sees a wolf among 
his doch, the dog, though he does not himself see the wolf, 
yet is excited by impulse, or by the noise [which this cir- 
cumstance produces]. For the power, indeed, which 
desires, possesses in itself a vestige of what it formerly 
enjoyed, not as memory, but as a disposition and passion. 
But it is another thing which perceives the enjoyment, and 
possesses in itself the remembrance of what lias been done. 
That it is so, however, this is an argument, that memory 
frequently does not know what the things are of wliich 
desire participates, though they still reside in it. 

XXIX. Bliall we, therefore, ascribe memory to the sen- 
sitive power, and wiD the sensitive power be the same 
thing with us as that which remembers ? If, however, the 
image of the soul remembers, as we have said, the sensitive 
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power be twofold. And if tbe sensitive power d«s 
not retnembor, but sometliiiig else, this something else will 
have the power of remembering in a twofold respect. 
Farther still, if the sensitive power is capable of appre- 
hending disciplines, it will also apprehend the objects of 
the dianoetic power [i,e, the discursive power of reason], or 
something else will apprehend the objects of each of these. 
Shall we, therefore, by admitting that the power which 
is common, attribute to it the remembrance of 
both these ? If, however, one and the same thing appre- 
hended sensibles and intelligibles, something to the purpose 
would perhaps be asserted. But if it is divided in a two- 
fold respect, there will nevertheless he two things. And 
if we ascribe both to each sonl, four things will be pro- 
duced, In short, what necessity is there that we should 
remember through the same power bj which we perceive, 
and that both sensible perception and recollection should 
be ehected by the same power, and also that, we should 
remember dianoetic objects through the power bj which 
we energize dianoetically ? For the same persons do not 
excel in aianoetically energizing and remembering, and 
those whose sensible perceptions are equally acute, do not 
remember equally. Some also excel in sensible perception, 
but others in memory whose sensations are not acute. 
Again, however, if each is dihrerent, it will be requisite 
that the power also should be different which remembers 
what sense had before perceived, and it will be necessary 
to perceive that which it is requisite to remember. Or 
may we not say that nothing hinders a sensible perception 
from being a phantasm to him who remembers, and that 
memory and retention may belong to the power of the 
phantasy, which is something different from memory. For 
it is this power in which sense ends ; and when sense no 
longer energizes, the sensible spectacle is present with the 
phantastic power. If, therefore, the imagination of an 
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absent object is present witb tMs, it will now remember it. 
And if it remains, indeed, but for a little time, the remem- 
brance will be little ; but if for a long time the remem- 
brance will be greater, in consequence of this power being 
stronger, so that not being easily perverted, it will not be 
compelled to lose its remembrance. Memory, therefore, 
belongs to the power of the phantasy, and to remember 
will consist of things of this kind. We say, however, that 
souls are differently disposed with respect to memory, 
either through differently possessing the powers of it, or 
by frequently or not frequently exercising it ; or by corpo- 
real temperaments being or not being inherent, and pro- 
ducing or not producing a change in quality, and causing 
as it were pertui'bation. These things, however, must be 
elsewhere discussed. 

XXX. What, however, shall we say of the conceptions of 
the dianoetic power ? Does the phantastic power pertain 
also to these? If, indeed, imagination followed every 
intellection, perhaps this imagination remaining, and being 
as it were an image of the dianoetic conception, there will 
thus be a remembrance of the thing known j but if not, 
something else must be investigated. Perhaps, however, 
memory will be a reception into the phantastic power 
of reason following the conception. For a conception is 
impartible, and not yet having proceeded as it were out- 
wardly, it latently remains within. But reason evolving 
and educing into the phantastic power from each concep- 
tion, exhibits the conception as it were in a mirror ; and 
thus the apprehension, permanency, and remembrance 
of it are effected. Hence, since the soul is always moved 
to inteliigeiice, when it perceives intellectually, then the 
apprehension of what it perceives is produced in us. Foi 
intelligence is one thing’, and the apprehension of intelli 
gence another. And we always indeed perceive inteliec- 
tmiliv, but we do not always apprehend that we do so. 
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This, however, is because the recipient not only receives 
intellections, but also the senses, and this alternately. 

XXXI. If, however, memory pertains to the phantastic 
power, hut each soul is said to remember, there will be two 
powers of the phantasy. The two souls, therefore, being 
separate, each will possess a phantastic power. But since 
they are with us in the same thing, how wull they be two, 
and in which of them will memory he ingenerated ? I or if 
in both, there will always be twofold imaginations. For it 
must not be said, that the remembrance of intelligibles 
pertains to the one, but of sensibles to the other; since 
thus there wull in every respect be two animals, having 
nothing in common with each other. If, therefore, there 
is memory in both what will be the difference ? In the 
next place, what should hinder us from knowing this? 
Shall we say that we are then ignorant of the diff'erence, 
when the one power is in symphony Avith the other; the 
phantastic powers not being separate, hut that which is 
the more excellent of the two prevailing, one phantasm is 
produced, since the one follows the other like a shadow, and 
is subservient to it like a less to a greater light. When, 
however, there is a contest and dissonance between the two, 
then the one shines forth through itself ; but it is con- 
cealed in the other, because in short that there are two 
souls is concealed from us. For both coalesce in one, and 
the one is diffused but not the other. The one, therefore, , 
sees all things, and possesses some things indeed, proceed- 
ing from it, but dismisses others, as pertainiog to the other 
power. Just as when we have sometimes conversed with 
persons of a viler character, and afterwards betake our- 
selves to those who are more worthy, -we remember but 
little of our conversation with the former, but much of it 
with the latter. 

XXXII. What, however, ought we to say concerning the 
remembrance of friends, and children, and wives ; and also 





i:)ISC0SSION OF DOUBTS KELATIVE TO THE SOUL. 251 

of our country, and otlier things which it is not absurd to 
recollect? Shall we say that the image of the soul will 
remember each of these accompanied with .passion, but 
that the superior soul will recollect these impassively? 
For passion, perhaps, was from the first in this image. 
And such of the passions as are of an elegant nature, 
are in the worthy [i.e., the superior] soul, so far as 
it communicates with the other. It is fit, however, 
that the inferior soul should also desire the recol- 
lection of the energies of the other soul, and especially 
when it has likewise become itself elegant and worthy. 
But this inferior soul may from the first become better, in 
consequence of being disciplined by the more excellent 
soul. The latter, however, will gladly resign to oblivion 
the concerns of the former. For it may hax)pen, that the 
latter soul being worthy, the former which is of an inferior 
nature, may be forcibly restrained by the superior soul. 
And in proportion as this more excellent soul hastens 
to the intelhgible, it will forget the concerns of this -world, 
unless the whole of its life here, has been such as to pre- 
serve the remembrance alone of things of the most exalted 
nature. For here also it is beautiful to abandon human 
pursuits: [and this is the work of perfect virtue^]. A 
forgetfulness, therefore, of such pursuits, is necessary 
in another life. Hence, he who says that the worthy soul 
is oblivious, will in such a way as we have mentioned 
speak rightly. For it will fly from the many, and will col- 
lect multitude into one, dismissing that which is infinite. 
For thus it will not associate with multitude, hut expelling 
it will live by itself : since here also, when it wishes to be 
in the intelligible world, while an inhabitant of earth, 
it dismisses all other concerns. Hence, when it is there, it 

^ It appears from the version of Ficinns, that the words koI 
TovTu tTiq raXdag dperrig tpyou, are wanting in the original in thia 
place. 
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remembers but few tilings of a terrestrial nature; but 
it remembers more of them when it is in the heayens. 
And Hercules, indeed, [when in Hades] may speak of his 
own fortitude ; but in the intelligible world, he will con- 
sider these things as trifling, being transferred into a more 
sacred place, and strenuously engaging even above him- 
self, in those contests in which the wise wish to engage. 


ON THE GENEEATION AND ORDER OF 
THINGS AFTER THE FIRST. 


I. Teb one is ail things, and jet no one of all. For the 
piinciple of ail is not all things ; but the one is all, because 
all things run as it Trere into it, or rather do not as yet exist, 
but -will be. How, therefore, [does multitude proceed] from 
the one which is simple, and in which no variety, nor any 
dupHcity present themselves to the view ? Is it because 
there was nothing in it, on this account all things are from 
it ? Hence, in order that being might exist, the one is not 
being, but being is the progeny of it, and as it were its 
first-born. For the one being perfect, in consequence of not 
seeking after, or possessing, or being in want of any thing, 
it becomes as it were overflowing, and the sujierpienitude 
of it produces something else. That, however, which 
is generated from it is converted to it, and is filled, and was 
generated looking to it.’ But tliis is intellect. And the 
permanency indeed of it about the one, produced being ; 
but its vision of the one, intellect. When, therefore, it is 
established about the one, in order that it may see it, then 
' it becomes at once intellect; and being. Hence, being in the 
. same manner as the one produces things similar to itself, 

; through an effusion of abundant power. : Its offspring also 
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bas tlie form of it, in the same manner as |)rior to tliis it 
likewise iiowed forth from ihe one. And this energy from 
essence is soul, which was generated from intellect perma- 
nently abiding. For intellect also was generated, that 
which is prior to it abiding. Sonl, however, does not pro 
duce abiding, but being moved generates an image of itself. 
Soul, therefore, looking thither whence it was generated, is 
filled. But proceeding into another and contrary motion, 
it generates an image of itself, viz., sense, and the nature 
which is in plants. Nothing, however, is separated or cut 
ofi from that which is prior to itself. Hence, also, the soul 
of man is seen to proceed as far as to plants. For after 
<a certain manner it proceeds into them, because that which 
is- in plants is derived from it. Nevertheless, the whole of 
the human soul is not in plants, but it is thus ingenerateci 
in plants, because it so far proceeds into an inferior nature, 
having made another hypostasis by its progression into and 
propensity to that which is subordinate; since the soul 
which is prior to this, being suspended from intellect, per« 
mits intellect to abide in itself. 

II. The procession, therefore, of these is from the prin 
ciple to the extremity, each thing at the same time being 
always left in its proper seat. But that which is generated 
receives another order, which is subordinate. Nevertheless, 
each thing becomes the same with that which it follows, as 
long as it follows it. When, therefore, soul [ie, the human 
soul] is ingenerated in a plant, there is one part, viz,, the 
part which is in the plant, which is most rash and insane ; 
and as far as to this soul proceeds. But when the soul is 
in a brute, ^ it is led by the sentient power, -which then has 

^ “When human souls,’* says Sallust, in his golden treatise 
**On the Gods and the World,” transmigrate into irrational 
animals, they follow externally, in the same manner as our pre- 
siding daemons attend us in their heneficent operations. For the 
rational part never becomes the soul of the irrational nature.” 
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donuiiion. TVlien, however, it is ingenerated in man, then 

mtUiect, m consequence of the soul having its proper 
intellect, and dermng from itself the power of intellLL 
of being moved. Again, therefore, returning Twhence 
we digressed], when some one cuts off either the germina- 
lons or certain branches of a plant, whither does the soul 

wllJe > K'l from 

off r 1 principle. But if you cut 

ft or burn the root, where is the life which was in the 

•^1 'o i- to another place, but it may 

aLo De_in _.he same place. It will, however, be in another 
place, if it should run back. But if not, it wiU be in 
amffher vegetable nature. For it is not contracted into a 
narrow space But if it should run back, it wiU be S the 
power which is prior to it. Where, bowel, t. *1,1 f * ! 
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Ib prior not being destroyed in that •wiiicii is posterior. 
What then is the soul which is ingenerated in plants ? And 
does it generate nothing else than that in which it is ? How 
this is effected, however, must be considered by us, assuming 
lor this purpose another principle. 






XIII. 

ox GNOSTIC HYPOSTASES, AN 
WHICH IS BEYOND THE 


V. iii. 


■ Is it therefore necessary, that intellect 
rfselt vaiious, in order that by one of the th 
m Itself, having surveyed the rest, it may b 
understand itself, as if it would not be able b 
o.^and have an intellectual perception of i 
entirely simple ? Or is it also possible for tha 
a composite, to have the intellection of its 
which IS said to perceive itself intellectually 1 
composite, and because by one of the thin, 
understands the rest, just as if by sense we 
hend the form ‘ of ourselves, and the other 
boay, will not have a truly intellectual percei 
I or in a thing of this kind, the whole will i 
unless that which understands other thino-s 
itself, understands also itself; since otherwis( 
liave^tlie object of investigatioii, viz., that 
itself, but we shall have one thing perceivino 
IS necessary, therefore, to admit that the ini 
cejJtion of itself is the province of a simple nai 


' Tlie word used here fiy Plotinus is popp,), w! 
, ebe^v^ere ol«ervoci, pertains to the colour, fi.nire 
jf of ,‘iuperfacies. ° ■ 
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this is effected naiist, if possible, be considered ; or we must 
abandon the opinion that there is something which truly 
intellectually perceives itself. To abandon, however, this 
opinion is not easy,. since the rejection of it is attended with 
many absurdities. For if we do not admit tliat to assign 
this power to the soul is not very absurd, yet not to ascribe 
it to the nature of intellect is perfectly absurd ; viz., if w’-e 
grant that it has indeed a knowdedge of other things, 
but has no knowledge and science of itself. For sense, and 
not intellect, Avill have an apprehension of things external ; 
and if you are willing to grant it, this will also be the case 
wdth the dianoetic power and opinion. But whether intel- 
lect has a knowledge of these or not, it is fit to consider. 
It is evident, indeed,. that intellect knows such things as 
ai’e intelligible. Does it, therefore, know these alone, or 
also itself that know these? And does it thus far know 
itself, that it knows these alone, hut does not know what 
itself is ? Hence, it will perceive that it knows some things 
belonging to itself, but it will not know what itself is ; or 
it will both know the things which are its own, and itself. 
And what the mode of this knowledge is, and how far it 
extends, must be considered. 

II. In. the first place, however, we must inquire concerning 
the soul, whether the knowledge of itself is to be attributed 
to it, what the gnostic power of it is, and how it subsists. 
With respect to the sensitive ]>ower, therefore, of the soul, 
we must immediately say that its energy is directed to 
externals alone. For though there is a co-sensation of 
things which inwardly take place in the body, yet here the 
apprehension is of things which are external to sense : for 
then there is a sensation of the passions which are in the 
body. But the power in the soul which reasons, and which 
forms a judgment of the phantasms adjacent from sense, 
collects and divides them, surveys the impressions as it 
were which are derived from intellect, and possesses about 
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tliese the same power [as intellect]. It likewise assumes 
intelligence, as knowing and adapting new and recently 
acceding impressions to those in itself which are ancient. 
And this knowledge and adaptation, we say, are the remi- 
niscences of the soul. The intellect of the soul, also, stops, 
as far as this in its power. [It must be investigated, there- 
fore, whether the reasoning power also,^] is converted to, 
and knows itself, or whether this must be referred to intel- 
lect. For if we attribute a knowledge of itself to this part, 
we must admit that it is intellect; and in this case, we 
must, investigate in what it differs from a superiorlntellect. 
But if we do not grant that it has a knowledge of itself, 
by a reasoning process we must proceed to the intellect 
wdiich is superior, and we must consider what it is for this 
to know itself. And if we grant that this is also the pro- 
vince of the reasoning power, we must investigate -what the 
difference is between the two in self-knowledge. For if 
there is no difference, then this our intellect is the highest. 
This dianoetic part, therefore, of the soul, is it converted 
to itself, or not ? Or lias it [only] a knowledge of the im- 
pressions which it receives both from intellect and sense ? 
And in the first place, it must be investigated how it pos- 
sesses this knowledge. 

III. For sense, indeed, sees a man, and transmits tlie 
figure of him to the dianoetic part. But what does this 
part say ? Perhaps it does not yet say any thing, but only 
knows that it is a man, and there stops. Unless, indeed, 
it shouLi consider with itself, who this is, if it happens 
that it lias before met with him, and should say, employing 
memory for this purpose, that it is Socrates. If, however, 
it should also evolve the form of the man, it will then 
distribute into parts^ those things which it received from 

^ It appears from the version of Ficinus, that it is necessary 
here after the word ovvaim in the original, to supply and read as 
folloivs : Qi]riiT?oi' doa, d rh XoyiXdfiuwv teal dtj kavrbi’j jc. A. 
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the imagination. And if it sliould also say, Is lie a good 
liiaii ? it will make this inquiry from the information which 
it derived through sense. But that which it says on this 
occasion, it will now possess- from itself, containing in itself 
a rule by which it forms a judgment of good. How then 
does it contain the good in itself? May we not say, so far 
as it is boniform, and is corroborated to the perception of 
a thing of this kind, in consequence of intellect shining 
upon it ? For the pure part of the soul is this, and receives 
the supervening vestiges of intellect. Why, however, is not 
this intellect, but the rest beginning from the sensitive 
power is soul ? May we not say, because it is necessary 
that soul should consist in the discursive energies of reason ? 
But all these are the works of the reasoning power. Why, 
however, do we not grant to this part the power of intel- 
lectually perceiving itself, and thus become liberated from 
doubt? Is it because we assign to it the office of consider- 
ing, and being busily employed about externals; but we 
conceive it to be the province of intellect, to survey both 
itself, and the forms which it contains? If, however, some 
one should say, what therefore prevents this part from 
considering things pertaining to itself, by another power ? 
He who says this, does not investigate either the dianoetic 
or reasoning power, but assumes a pure intellect. What 
then prevents a pure intellect from existing in the soul? 
We reply, nothing prevents this. But farther still, it is 
necessary to inquire, whether this pure intellect is some- 
thing belonging to soul?' We reply, it does not belong to 
the soul, and yet it is our intellect, being diterent froin tlie 
dianoetic power, and proceeding on its summit. At the 
same time, however, it is ours, though we must not con- 
numerate it with the parts of the soul. Or we may say, 

^ Both the sense of this passage, and the version of Fieinns 
refjiiire that instead of aXX’ m du "hkyuVi ToiTo, we should 

read ht du Xeyeiv^ si ri ipvx^g rovro ; 


j tliat it is ours, and yet not ours. Hence we use, and do | 

^ not use it ; but we always employ the dianoetic power. * 

I And it is om*s indeed, wben we use it, but not ours when 1 

we do not use it.' But what is it to use a pure intellect ? Is it 

I.-::' , j 

^ The intellect which is ours when we use it, and not ours when \ 

we do not, is a partial intellect of the Minerval series, which is | 

proximately participated by dsemoniacal souls, and illuminates ] 

oiii's when we convert ourselves to it, and render our rational part j 

, intellectual. This in the ‘‘Phgedrus” is said to be the governor of 

the soul, and to be the only thing which perceives real being. But 
the soul also perceives it in conjunction with this intellect, when 
she is nourished by the summit of her reasoning power and by 
science. This intellect, likewise, is spoken of in the “ Timteus,'” 

! and is denominated intelligence. For it is there said, that 

being is upprehended hy^ intelligence in conjunction with reason, 

! Hence, as Proclus beautifully observes, when reason intellectually 

I perceives eternal being, as reason indeed, it energizes transitively, 

but as perceiving intellectually, it energizes with simplicity, under- 
; standing each thing as simple, yet not understanding all things at 

once, but passing from some things to others. At the same time, 

; however, it perceives each of the things which it sees transitively 

' as one simple thing. ” 

In another part of his Commentary on the ‘‘Timajus” (p. 321 ), 
he also admirably observes respecting this partial intellect as 
follows : ‘‘ What the impartible is in each pax'tial soul {?’.c. in a 
soul such as ours) is truly dubious. For it must not he admitted, 

; that there is an intellect in each, and this partial. May we not 

say, therefore, that each partial soul is essentially suspended from 
a certain daemon ; and as every dasmon has a demoniacal intel- 
lect above itself, a partial soul also has this same intellect arranged 
as an impcartihle essence prior to itself ? Hence, the demoniacal 
soul participates primarily of this intellect ; but the partial souls 
that are under it, secondarily ; and which also causes them to be 
partial. For each partial soul has the partible as its peculiarity, 
but has the impartible in common with the demons that are above 
’ these souls and whose peculiarity is the impartible. Hence, too, 

j demons remain on liig|h, but partial souls at a certain time 
descend, and divide themselves about bodies, as being more adapted 
to these. For if in partial souls, the genus of difference is exu- 
\ berant, which is the reason why they are not alw'ays able to 

I 
I 
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to proBOunee ourselyes as ‘becoming either sucli an intellect, 
or conformable to it ? For we are not intellect. We subsist, 
therefore, conformable or according to it, the first reasoning 
power being the recipient of it. For we are sentient through 
sense, and we ourselves perceive sensibly. Are we therefore 
thus dianoetically perceived, and do we thus dianoeticallj 
energize? Or shall we say that we indeed are reasoning- 
beings, and that we intellectnally perceive the eoiiceptions 
which are in dianoia ? For we are this. But the conceptions 
arising from the energies of intellect, are in such a way 
above us, as those arising from the energies of sense ai't- 
beneath us. And we are this peculiarity of soul, viz., the 
middle of a twofold power, the worse and the better ; sense 

energize according to all their powers, it is necessary that they 
should he in a greater degree adapted to a lire divisible about 
body, and in a greater degree be separated from an impartible 
essence ; by this means preserving an analogy to each of the 
extremes. Just as it is necessary that the most divine of souls, 
tlirougli their similitude to intellect, should in a greater degree be 
exempt from partible natures, but be more united to the impartible 
essences above them, and from which they are connascently sus- 
pended. They also have an intellectual arrangement among souls. 
And it is reasonable to suppose, that the intellect of each dtemon, 
so far as it is a W'hole and one, is the intellect of the dmmon which 
proximately [i.e. immediately] participates it, but that it coiii- 
prehencls in itself the number of souls that are n rider it, and the 
intellectual paradigms of them. Each partial soul, therefore, will 
have its appropriate paradigm in this intellect, and not simply the 
whole of this inteilect, in the same manner as the diumon who is 
essentially the leader of these souls. .Defining, therefore, inor(,) 
accurately, we may say, that the impartible of each partial soul, 
is the form that is above it, which is comprehended in the one 
intellect that is allotted the goveimment of the dfeinoniacal series, 
under which each partial soul is arranged. And thus botli the 
assertions are true, viz. that the intellects alone of each of these 
souls ranks among things which are always establislied on liigli, 
and that every partial soul is the medium of the imparaide above 
it, and the partible nature posterior to it. 
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being tlie worse, but intellect the better power. And with 
respect to sense, indeed, it seems that Ave always grant it to ^ 
be onrs; for we are always sentient; bnt this is dubious 
Avith respect to intellect, because we do not always use it^ 
and because it is separate. But it is separate because it does 
not verge to us, but we rather loohing on high, tend to it. 
Sense, hcAA-ever, is our messenger, but intellect is our king. 

IV. 'We also reign Avheii we energize according to it. 
But Ave energize according to it in a twofold respect ; either 
because letters as it AA^ere, AA’-hich are as laws, are inscribed 
in us by intellect ; or because we are filled with it ; or when 
it is present, are able to see and be sentient of it. We also 
know by such a spectacle, that we are able to learn 
other things through a thing of this kind; so that Ave 
either learn the nature of the power which knows such an 
object as this, learning by the poAver itself; or we become 
a thing of this kind.'^ Hence, that which knows itself is 
twofold ; one indeed being the dianoetic part of the soul, 
but the other being superior to this. And, therefore, that 
Avhich knows itself has a subsistence conformable to pure 
intellect itself. It also intellectnally perceives itself through 
this, not as any longer man, but as having entirely become 
something else ; and hastily withdrawing itself to that 
wdiich is on high, it alone draws upward together with it- 
self, the more excellent part of the soul, Avhich is alone 
able to be winged Avith intelligence, in order that he who 
possesses it may there deposit what he knew. Does not 
the dianoetic part, therefore, know that it is dianoetic, and 
that it receives the knowledge of things external; that it 
forms a judgment also of the things Avhich it investigates, 
and this by the rules in itself which it derives from in- 
tellect ? Does it not also knoAV that there is something 

^ Instead of kciI or€ avrd du in this i)lace-, it is necessary to 
read ical ore fir) avrt^ dei, 

® J.e. We become intellect. 
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better than itself wliich does not ^ iiiTOstigate, but possesses 
every tiling’ in itself ? If, therefore, it says that it is from 
intellect, and is the second after, and the image of intel- 
lect, having all things as it were written in itself, as there 
he Yvho writes and has written, will he, who thus knows 
Iiiinsclf, stop as far as to these things ? Shall we, however, 
eniploying another power, survey intellect knowing itself, 
or shall we assuming it, since it also is ours, and we are of 
it, thus both know intellect, and ourselves ? Or is not the 
hitter of these necessary, if we are to know what that is in 
intellect, for itself to know itself? Then, however, some 
one becomes himself intellect, when dismissing other things 
pertaining to himself, he beholds intellect through intel- 
lect, and by it also surveys himself, just as intellect like- 
.wise beholds itself. 

V. Does intellect, therefore, by one part of itself behold 
another part? In this case, however, one part will be 
that ’which sees, but another, that which is seen. And this 
is not for the same thing to see itself. What then ? If 
the whole is a thing of such a kind as to consist of similar 
parts, so that the perceiver differs in no respect from the 
thing perceived, in this case, the perceiver vseeing that part 
which is the same with itself, will also see itself. For the 
perceiver does not at all differ from the thing perceived. 
Or may we not indeed in the first place say that this 
division of intellect is absurd ? For how is the division to 
be made? since it cannot be casually. Who likewise is it 
that divides it? Is it he who arranges himself in the 
order of the perceiver, or he wdio arranges himself as the 
thing perceived ? In the next place, how will the perceiver 
know himself, when in perceiving he arranges himself in 
the order of that which is seen ? For that wdiich sees was 
not supposed to be in that which is !^en. Or wall not he 


i,- 


For B ^riTsi here, it is necessary to read o /tj) OireT» 
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who thus linows himself, understand himself to be that 
which is perceived, but not that which perceives ? So that * 
he will not know all, nor the whole of himself. For that 
which he knows he knows as a thing seen, but not as a 
thing that sees, and thus he will be the perceiver of another 
thing, and not of himself. May he not, however, of him- 
self add, that he is also that which sees, in order that he 
may perfectly know himself ? But if he comprehends in 
himself that which sees, he also at the same time compre- 
hends the things that are seen. If, therefore, in the per- 
ceiver the things perceived are contained, if indeed, they 
are impressions of the things seen, he will not contain the 
tilings themselves. But if he possesses the things them- 
selves, he does not see them through dividing himself [into 
the perceiver and the thing perceived] ; but prior to the 
division of himself, he both beheld and possessed them. 

If, however, this be the case, it is necessary that contempla- 
tion should be the same with the object of contemplation, 
and intellect the same with the intelligible. For if it is 
not the same, there will not be truth. For unless this is 
admitted, he who is said to possess beings, will ouBt- possess 
an impression different from beings, which is not truth. 
For truth ought not to be of another thing, but that which 
it says, that also it should be. Thus, therefore, intellect, 
the intelligible, and being are one ; and this is the first 
being, and the first intellect, possessing beings; or rather, 
it is the same with beings. If, however, intelligence and 
the intelligible are one, how on this account does that 
■which is intellective intellectually perceive itself ? For in- 
telligence, indeed, as it were, comprehends the intelligible, 
or is the same with it. Intellect, however, which intelleo 
tually perceives itself, is not yet manifest. But intelli- 
gence and the intelligible are the same ; for the intelligible 
is a certain energy, since it is neither power, nor void of 
life, nor again is its life adventitious, nor its intellection in 
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sometMii^ different from itself, as in a stone, or a certain 
inanimate thing, and it is also the first essence. If, there- 
fore, it is energy, and the first energy, intelligence likewise 
will be most heautifnl, and will be essential intelligence. 
Por intelligence of this Mnd is most true, is the first, 
and subsists primarily, and will therefore be the first in- 
tellect. For this intellect is not in capacity, nor is this 
one thing, but intelligence another ; since thus again, the 
essential of it would be in capacity. If, therefore, it is 
energy, and the essence of it is energy, it will be one and 
the same with energy. Since, however, being and the in- 
telligible are one and" the same with energy, all will be at 
the kme time one, viz., intellect, intelligence, and the in- 
telligible, If, therefore, the intelligence of it is the intelli- 
gible, but it is the intelligible, hence it will itself intellec- 
tually perceive itself. For it will perceive itself by intelli- 
gence, which it is, and will understand the intelligible 
which 4so it is. According to each of these, therefore, 
it will intellectually perceive itself, both so far as it is 
intelligence, and so far as it is the intelligible, and will 
understand by intelligence, which it is. 

VI. Reason, therefore, demonstrates that there is some- 
thing which properly and principally itself intellectually 
perceives itself. This, however, when it is in soul, intellee- 
tually sees in one way, hut in intellect more principally. 
For soul, indeed, knows itself, that it is the piogeny of 
another thing ; hut intellect knows that it is from itself, 
and what its nature is, and who it is; and this by a 
natural conversion to itself. For beholdiiig Ijciiigs it be- 
holds itself and beholding is in energy ; and the energy is 
itself. For intellect and intelligence are one. With the 
whole of itself also it perceives the whole, and not a part 
by a part. Does, therefore, reason demonstrate it to be a 
thing of such a kind as to have an energy vhich is meiely 
an obiect of beHef ; or is it indeed necessary that it should 
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be suoli as it is, but that it should not hare persuasion? 
For necessity indeed is in intelleet, hut persuasion in soul, 
Flence we investigate as it seems, rather for the purpose of 
persuading ourselves, than to behold truth in a pure in- 
tellect. For as long as we continued on high, and adhered 
to the nature of intellect we were satisfied, energized in- 
tellectually, and contemplated, collecting all things into 
one. For it was intellect that then energized, and spoke 
of itself. But soul was quiet, yielding to the energy of 
intellect. When, however, we descended hither, we were 
desirous of producing persuasion in the soul, washing to 
beliold the archetype in an image. Perhaps, therefore, it 
is requisite to teach our soul, how its intellect once beheld 
itself ; and to teach that part of the soul this, which is in 
a certain respect intellectual, and which we assume to be 
dianoetic ; by this appellation latently signifying, that it is 
a certain intellect, or that it is a power through intellect, 
and that it derives its subsistence from intellect. It is fit, 
therefore, that this part should know, that it also knows 
such things as it sees, and such things as it says. And if 
it were the things which it says, it would after this manner 
know itself. Since, however, the things which it sees are 
present with, or are supernally imparted to it from that 
region whence it also originates, it happens to this part 
likewise since it is reason, and receives things allied to 
itself, that by an adaptation of the vestiges which it 
contains, it is enabled to know itself. It may, therefore, 
transfer the image to true intellect which is the same with 
the things that are truly the objects of intellectual percep- 
tion, and which have a real and primary subsistence. For 
it is not possible that such an intcdlect as this should be 
external to itself. Hence, if it is in and -with itself, and is 
[truly] that which it^is, it is intellect. But intellect can 
never be deprived of intellect ; so that tlie knowledge of 
itself is necessarily present with it ; and this because it is 
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in^itself, and" its.. employment and essence consist in being 
intellect alone. For tMs is not a practical intellect, as 
looking to that which pertains to external action, and which 
in consequence of not abiding in itself, is a certain know- 
.' ledge of externals. ■ There is, however,: no necessity if ' 
intellect is practic, that it should know itself ; but this is 
the province of that intellect which is not engaged in 
practical affairs. For appetite is not in pure intellect ; but 
this being absent, the consequent conversion to itself, not 
only demonstrates that the knowledge of itself is reason- 
able, but also necessary. For otherwise what would be the 
life of it, when liberated from action, and established in 
intellect ? 

YII. It may however, be said, that pure intellect he« 
holds deity. But if it is acknowledged that it knows G-od, 
he who grants this, must also necessarily admit that it 
knows itself. For such things as it possesses from deity it 
knows, and also what he imparts, and what he is able to 
impart. But learning and knowing these things, it will 
likewise through this know itself . For divinity is one of 
the things imparted, or rather he is all that is imparted. 
If, therefore, intellect also knows him, and learns the 
powers that he possesses, it will likewise know itself to be 
generated from thence ; and that it derives from him all 
that it is able to receive. If, however, it is unable to see 
him clearly, since to see is perhaps the very thing that 
is seen, on this account especially that which remains to it, 
will be to see and know itself, if to see is to he the very 
thing itself which is seen. For what else can we confer 
upon it ? By Jupiter, quiet. The quiet of intellect how^- 
ever, is not mental alienation, but is the tranquil energy of 
intellect, withdrawing itself from other thiiigs ; since to 
other natures also that are at rest frogi other employments, 
their own proper energy remains ; and especially to those 
things whose existence is not in capacity, hut in energy. 


269 


ON GNOSTIC HYPOSTASES. 

Wliere, therefore, existence is enei*gy, and there is nothing 
else to ’which energy is directed, there energy is directed to 
itself. Hence intellect perceiving itself, is thus with itself, ^ 
and has its energy directed to itself. For if something 
else is suspended from it, that something else is in itself, 
because its energy is directed to itself. For it is necessary 
that it should first be in itself, and afterwards that 
its energy should be directed to something else, or that 
soniethirig else should proceed from it, assimilated to it : 
just as fire, which is first in itself, and has the energy of 
fire, and thus is enabled to produce the vestigie of itself in 
something else. For again, intellect indeed, is energy 
in itself ; but soul is so in proportion as it tends as it were 
internally to its own intellect. But so far as it departs 
from intellect, so far it tends to that which is external. 
And partly indeed, it is assimilated to that from whence it 
came ; but partly, though it becomes dissimilar, yet here 
also it retains a similitude to it, whether it acts, or pro- 
duces. For when it acts, at the same time it contemplates ; 
and when it produces, it produces forms, which are as 
it were intellections derived from first inbelligibles. Hence, 
all things are vestigies of intelligence and intellect, pi’o- 
ceeding conformably to their archetype; those that are 
near to it, imitating it in a greater degree ; but such 
things as are last preserving only an obscure image 
of it. 

YIII. What bind of intelligible, however, does intellect 
see, and what does it perceive itself to he ? With respect 
to the intelligible indeed, it is not proper to investigate 
such a thing as colour or figure in bodies : for intelligibles 
are prior to these. And the reason [or productive prin- 
ciple] in seeds which produces these, is not these. For 
these seminal principles also, are naturally invisible, and 
still more so are intelligibles. There is likewise the same 
nature of them and of the things that possess them, after 
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tLe same manner as the reason -whicli is in seed, and soul 
wliicli participates of these. The vegetable soul however 
does not see the things which it possesses : for neither did 
it generate these, ^ but both itself, and the reasons it con- 
tains are an image. But that from whence it came is 
manifest and true, and primary. Hence, also, it is of itself, 
and with itself. The vegetable soul however, unless it per- 
tained to, and was in another thing, would not remain 
what it is. Bor it belongs to an image, since it is of 
another thing, to be generated in something different from 
itself, unless it is suspended from it. Hence, neither does 
it see as not having sufficient light for this purpose. And 
•if it should see, since it is perfected in another thing, 
it would behold another thing, and not itself. Hothing, 
however, of this kind takes place with pure intellect ; but 
vision is there, and that which is visible is consnbsistent 
with it. Such also is the visible, as is the vision ; and the 
vision as the visible. Who is it therefore, that will speab 
of the visible such as it is ? He who sees it. But intellect 
sees it ; since in the sensible region also, sight being light, 
or rather being united to light, sees light ; for it sees colour. 
There, however, sight does not perceive through another 
thiag, but through itself, because there is nothing external 
to it. With another light, therefore, and not through 
another, it sees another light. Hence, light sees another 
light; and therefore itself beholds itself. This light how- 
ever, when it shines forth in the soul illuminates it, ie., it 
causes it to be intellectual. And in consequence of this, 
the soul is in itself, similarly with supernal light. If such, 
therefore, is the vestige of light in generated in the soul. In- 
conceiving supernal light ” to be of this kind, and to l:)e 
still more beautiful and clear, you will approach nearer to 
the nature of intellect and the intelligible. For this when 

’ Tnvra is omitted in the original. 

^ Le. Intelligible light. 
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it shiBes fortli, imparts to the sonl a clearer, hut not a 
generative life. For on the contrary it converts the sonl to ^ 
itself, and does not snifer it to he dissipated, hut causes it 
to love and joyfully receive the splendour which is in it. 
Neither does it impart a sensitive life. For this looks 
to externals, hut does not on this account perceive more 
acutely. He, however, who receives that light which is the 
forintaiii' of truth, beholds as it were more acutely visible 
objects ; hut the contrary is not true«? It remains, there- 
fore, for the soul to assume an intellectual life which is a 
vestige of the life of intellect. For there realities subsist. 
But the life and energy which are in intellect, are the first 
light primarily shining in itself, and a splendour directed to 
itself which at oue and the same time illiuninates, and is 
illuminated. This also is that which is truly intelligible, m 
intellect, and the object of intellect, and is seen by itse 
hfor is it in want of another thing in order that it may see, 
but for the purpose of perceiving is snfiicient to itself. For 
that which sees is itself the tiling which is seen. This very 
thing also takes place with us, so that the knowledge of it 
by us, is effected through it. Or whence should we be able 
to speak concerning it?' For it is a thing of such akind as 
to have a clearer apprehension of itself, and we like'^vise 
more clearly perceive ourselves through it. Through aigu- 
ments, however, of this kind, we should elevate our soul to 
it, considering also that our soul and its life are an image ; 
a/ resemblance, and an imitation of it; and likewise that 
when it sees intellectually, it becomes deiform, and has the 
form of intellect. And if some one should inquire what 
the nature is of this perfect intellect, which is every intel- 

> Ilnyiiv is omitted in the original, but is added from the version 

of Ficinus. ^ i • 

- Instead of awd MvavTiov, it is necessary to rend «XX 
-’ovrcamol'. The meaning of Plotinus is, that intelligible light is 
not seen more acutely I-y tUo perception of visible objects. 
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iect, and primarily knows itself, such a one should first be- 
come established in intellect, or should yield that energy of 
his soul to intellect, which is employed about things of 
which he retains the memory in himself. But it will 
be possible for the soul thus disposed, to show that it is 
able through itself as an image to behold after a certain 
manner that pure intellect, through [ a life] more accurately 
assimilated to it, as far as a part of the soul is capable of 
arriving at a similitude to intellect. 

IX. It is necessary, therefore, as it seems, that the soul 
in order that it may see the most divine part of soul, ought 
to consider what that is which intellect may know. Perhaps, 
however, this may be ejffected, if you first separate body 
from the man, viz. from yourself. And if after this, yoii 
separate the soul which fashions the body, and as much as 
possible take away sense, desire and auger, and other trifles 
of this kind, as very much verging to the mortal natm-e. 
I or then, that which remains of the soul, is what we have 
denominated the image of intellect, and which preserves 
something of its light ; so as to resemble the light proxi- 
mate to the sphere of the sun which emanating from, 
diffuses its light about the sim. No one therefore, will 
admit that light to be the sun, which proceeds from, and 
shines about it. For this light originates from the' sun, 
and permanently surrounds it ; but another light always 
proceeds from another prior to it, until it arrives as far as 
to us and the earth. All the light, however, which is 
about the sun, must ho admitted to bo situated in some- 
thing else, in order that there may be no interval void of 
body after the sun. But ^oul is a light derived from, and 
subsisting about intellect. It also is suspended from intel- 
lect, which it surrounds, and is not in any other thin-', 
Xor is there any place in which it is »-eeeived ; for neither 
is intellect in place. Hence, the light of the sun indeed, is 
in the air; hut soul of this kind is so pure, that it is visiiile 
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of itself, so tliat it is seen bv itself, and by another soul 
similarly pure. Soul indeed, mnst reason about [in order ^ 
to perceive] intellect^ and must investigate from itself 
what the nature of it is. But intellect beholds itself without 
reasoning about itself. For it is always present with itself. 

But we are present with ourselves and with intellect wdieii 
we tend to it. For our life is divided, and consists of 
many lives. But intellect is not at all in want of another 
life, or of other things ; but what it imparts, it imparts to 
others, and not to itself. For it is not indigent of things 
inferior to itself ; nor, since it possesses the universe, does 
it confer on itself that which is less. For does it contain 
first natures in itself as vestiges ; or rather, it does not 
contain, but is itself these very things. If, however, some 
one is incapable of having such a primary soul, which per- 
ceives intellectually with purity, let him assume a doxastic 
soul, and afterwards, from this ascend [to intellect]. But 
if he cannot even assume this, let him employ sense, bring- 
ing with itself more dilated forms : I mean sense in itself, 
together with the things which it is able to contain, and 
■which now exists in forms. If some one however, wishes 
to descend, let him proceed to the generative power, and as 
■far as to its effects. Afterwards, let Min from hence ascend 
from the last to the last forms, or leather to those that are 
the first. 

X, And thus much concerning these particulars. If, 
however, iiot^ only forms that are produced, are in intel- 
lect, for they are not the last of things [when they are 
considered as having an intellectual subsisfcence] ; hut their 
productive forms are the first of things, whence also they 
a.re first ; — if this be the case, it is necessary, that the pro- 
ducing cause of forms should also be there, and that both 
the productive cause y^ud the forms produced should be 


^ ov is omitted in the original. 
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one. For if this is not admitted, intellect will again he' in 
want of something else. What then, will that which is 
beyond this be again in want? Or is not this, indeed, 
which is indigent intellect? Will not, therefore, that which 
is beyond intellect see itself? Or must we not rather say, 
that this is not at all in want of Tision ? But of this here- 
after. blow, however, we shall resume what we were before 
discussing. For the speculation is not about a casual 
thing. Again, therefore, we must say that this intellect is 
in want of the vision of itself ; or rather that it possesses 
the perception of itself. And in the first place, it sees that 
it is manifold. In the next place it sees that it is the per- 
ception of something else \i.e. of the intelligible], and 
hence, that it is necessarily perceptive of the intelligible. 
It likewise sees that the essence of itself is vision. For in 
' consequence of there being a certain other thing, it^ is 
necessary there should be vision ; since if there were nothing 
else, vision would be in vain. Hence, it is necessary that 
in intellect there should be more things than one, in order 
that there may be vision. It is also necessary that vision 
should concur with the visible ; and that what is seen by 
intellect should be multitude, and not entirely one. For 
that which is entirely one has not any thing aliout which 
it may energize ? but being alone and solitary , it is peifectly 
quiescent. ^For so far as it energizes, it is another and 
another. For if it were not another and another, what 
would it do, or where would it proceed ? Hence it is neces- 
sary that the nature which energizes, should either ener- 
gize about another thing, or be itself something manifold, 
if it intends to energize in itself. If, however, it does not 
proceed into any thing else, it will be quiescent. Butwlion 
it is entirely quiescent, it will not perceive intellectuary. 
Hence it is necessary that the natm-e which is intellective, 
should, when it perceives intellectuallj'', be in two things j 
and that either one of the two should be oxtenial, or that 
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botli sliould be in tlie same tbing, and that intelligence 
slionlcl always subsist in difference, and also from necessity 
in sameness. Those things also -which are proj^erly the 
objects of intellectiial perception are the same and different 
And again, each of the intelligibles co-introduces with 
itself this sameness and difference. Or what will that per- 
ceive intellectually, which does not contain in itself another 
and another? i^or if each of the objects of intellectual 
vision is reason,^ it is a multitude. Intellect, therefore, 
will learn that it is itself a various eye, or that it consists 
as it were of various colours. For if it should apply itself 
to the one, to be impartible, it would be silent. For 
what would it have to sa3r, or discuss about it? Indeed, if 
it were requisite that the impartible should entirely speak 
of itself, it would be necessary that it should first say what 
it is not. So that thus it would be many in order that 
it may be one^ [which is absurd]. In tlie next place, when 
it says “ I am ® this thing,” if it says this thing as some- 
thing different from itself, it asserts what is false; but if 
as an accident to itself, it says that it is a multitude. Or 
it will say this, I am, I am, and I, I. What then> if it should 
be alone two things, and should say I, and this ? Will it 
not in this case necessarily be more than two things? For 
these two are to be considered as different from each other, 
and different in a certain respect. Hence, there will now 
be number and many other things. It is necessary, there- 
fore, that the nature which, is intellective, should receive 
another and another, and that the objects of its perception 

^ l.e. If it is a distributed cause. For this is what reason and 
reasoning signify wlien ascribed to intelligible, and intellectual, or 
divine essences. 

- For in this case, it would be at least two things ; since in 
addition to the impartible it would have speech. And the dual 
is the first multitude. » 

Instead of d fu) here, it is necessary to read gtVi. 

^ The words ml rovro are omitted in the original. 
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beijjg intelligible, should be various; for otheiwise there 
"vill not be an intellectual perception of, but a con fcact with 
it. There will likewise be as it were, an adhesion only 
iiieifable, and without , intellection, possessing an energy 
prior to intelligence, intellect not yet existing, in conse- 
quence of that which adheres not perceiving intellectually. 
It is necessary, however, that the nature which sees intel- 
lectually, should not itself remain simple, and especially 
when it perceives itself. For it will itself divide itself, 
even though it should be silently intellective. In the next 
place, that which is entirely simple vvill not be in want ot' 
a ]>usy energy, as it were, about itself. For wliat will it 
learn by intellectual perception ? For prior to this percep- 
tion, it exists that which it is to itself. For again, know- 
ledge is a certain desire and as it were, an investigating 
^ discovery. Hence, that which is without any dilf erenee ^ 
in itself with respect to itself, is quiescent, and investigates 
nothing respecting itself. But that which evolves itself, 
will also be multitudinous. 

XI. Hence this intellect becomes manifold, when it 
wishes to nnderstand that which is beyond intellect. 
Endeavouring, therefore, to come into contact with it as 
with that which is simple, it falls from it always receiving 
another multiplied nature in itself. Hence, it originates 
from^ it not as intellect, but as sight not yet seeing. But 
it proceeds from it containing in itself that which it has 
multiplied. Hence, it indefinitely desires another thing, 
possessing at the same time a certain phantasm in itself. 
It proceeds, however, receiving another thing in itself, 
which causes it to be multitudinoas. For again, it has an 
impression® of the vision [of that wdrich is bejoiid itself], 

^ p’or Sia<f)Opoif here, it is necessary to read uduapopo)'. 

“ Instead of airtp in this place, bo^h the sense an<l tlie 
of Ficinus require that we should read dir’ avTov. 

^ This imnression is the one of intellect, the sinmnit and a.s it 
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or it wonld never become tbe recipient of it. Tbus, tbere- 
fore, it becomes manifold from, the one ; and thus as intel- 
lect it sees itself, and then becomes sight perceiving. This, 
however, is then intellect when it possesses ; and as intel- 
lect it possesses." But prior to this, it is desire alone, and 
a formless sight. This intellect, therefore, projects itself 
towards that which is beyond intellect : and when it 
receives it, it becomes [perceptive] intellect. But it is 
always the recipient [of the ineffable], and always becomes 
intellect, essence, and intelligence, when it perceives intel- 
lectually. For prior to this it was not intelligence, in con- 
sequence of not possessing the intelligible ; nor intellect,, 
because it was not yet intellective. That, however, which 
is prior to these, is the principle of these, but not as 
inherent in them. For the first principle, or the from 
vjJiich, is not inherent in that of which it is the principle, 
but the things of which a thing consists, are inherent in 
that thing. That, however, from which each thing is 
derived, is not each thing, but is different from all things. 
Hence, it is not some one of all things, but is prior to all 
things ; so that on this account, it is also prior to intellect. 
For again, all things are within intellect ; so that for this 
reaso.n likewise, it is prior to intellect. If, also, the natures 
which are posterior to it have the order of all things, and 
on this account likewise it is prior to all things, it is not 
proper that it should be a certain one of those things to 
which it is prior. You must not, therefore, denominate it 
intellect. Hence, neither must you call it the good, if the 
good signifies some one of all things. But if it signifies 
til at which is prior to all things, let it be thus denomi- 


were flower of its nature, and a vestige of the ineffable. For by 
seeing the ineffable, it ])ecomes stamped as it were with its super- 
essential nature. § 

^ Conformably to this, Aristotle says of intellect in his Meta- 
phy.sics, Irkpyii cs eywr, z.e,, “ It energizes possessing..” 
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Bated. If, therefor, intellect is intellect because it is 
mixltitudinous, and tlie intellection of itself as it were in- 
tervening, thongli it is from itself, miiltijxlies itself, it is 
necessarj tbat the nature which is perfectly simple, and 
the first of all things, should be beyond intellect. For if 
it possessed intelligence, it would not be beyond, but 
would be intellect. But if it were intellect, it would also 
be multitude. 

XII. What however hinders [it may be said, the first 
principle of things] from being thus multitude, so long as 
it is one essence ? For multitude here is not composition ; 
but the energies of it are multitude. If, however, the 
energies of it are not essences, but it proceeds from 
capacity into energy, it will not be multitude indeed, yet 
it will be imperfect in essence before it energizes. But if 
‘ the essence of it is energy, and the energy of it is multi- 
tude, its essence will be as multitudinous as its energy. 
We admit, however, that this is. the case with intellect, to 
which we attribute the intellection of itself ; but we do not 
assert this of the principle of all things. For it is neces- 
sary that prior to multitude there should be the one, from 
which multitude proceeds ; since m every number the one 
is first. Our opponents, however, may say, that this is 
indeed the case in number. For the things which are in a 
consequent order to unity are compositions ; but wliat 
necessity is there in beings, that there should be a certain 
one from which the many proceed ? To this we reply, tha t 
the many without the one would be devised from each 
other, one thing casually proceeding to another, in order 
to the composition of multitude. Hence, they also say, 
that energies proceed from one intellect which is simple ; 
so that they now admit there is something simifie prior to 
energies. And in the next place, they should know that 
energies which are always permanent are hypostases. 
Energies, however, being hypostases, are different from 
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that from which they proceed ; since this indeed remains 
simple, blit that which proceeds from it, is in itself mnlti- 
tude, and is suspended from its simple cause. For if they 
subsist, that from which they proceed at the same time in 
a certain respect energizing, there also there will be multi- 
tude. But if they are first energies producing that which 
is secondary, nothing prevents that which is prior to the 
energies from abiding in itself, and from conceding 
energies to that which is second, and which consists of 
energies. For that which is prior to energies is one thing, 
but the energies which proceed from it another; because 
from that not energizing [these derive their subsistence]. 
For if this were not the case, intellect would not be the 
first energy. For [that which is entirely simple] did not 
as it w’^ere desire that intellect should be generated, and 
afterwards intellect was generated, this desire subsisting 

; betYveen the simple principle, and its offspring intellect. 

I Nor in short, did this principle desire. For thus it would 
be imperfect, and the desire would not yet have that which 
it wished to obtain. Nor again, does it partly obtain the 
object of its wish, and partly not. For there is nothing to 
which the extension [of its desire is directed]. But indeed, 
if any thing subsists after it, it subsists in consequence of 
this principle abiding in its accustomed habit. It is neces- 
sary, therefore, in order that something else may subsist, 
that this principle should he every where quiescent in 
itself. For if not, either it will be moved prior to being 
moved, and will perceive intellectually prior to intellectual 
perception, or its first energy will be imperfect, being an 
• impulse alone. To wbat, therefore, can it thus be im- 
pelled P For either we must admit that the energy flowing 
as it w'-ere from it, is analogous to the light proceeding 
from the sun, wdiich e^iergy is every intelligible and intel- 
lectual nature, aud that this principle being established at 
the summit of the intelligible world reigns over it, without 
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F.^paratiiig from itself, tliat wliicli is mjfolcled into liglit 
from it; or we must admit tliat there is another light 
prior to this light, which emits its splendour, perpetually' 
abiding in the intelligible. For that which proceeds froiii 
this principle is not separated from it, nor again, is the 
same with it. Nor is it a thing of such a kind as not t<> 
be essence. For is it, as it were, blind ; but it sees and 
knows itself, and is primarily gnostic. The principle 
itself, however, as it is beyond intellect, so likewise it is 
beyond knowledge. And as it is not in want of any thing, 
it is not in want of knowledge ; but knowledge subsists in 
the nature which is next to this. For to know is one 
certain thing ; but this principle is 07ie without the addi- 
tion of certain. For if it was a cei'iain one^ it would not 
be the one itself. For itself is prior to a ce^'tain or some 
particular thing, 

!KIII. Hence, it is in reality ineffable. For of whatever 
you speak, you speak of as a certain thing. But of that 
which is beyond all things, and which is beyond even most 
venerable intellect, it is alone true to assert that it has not 
any other name [than the ineffable], and that it is not 
some one of ail things. Pro|)eiiy speaking, however, there 
is no name of it, because nothing can be asserted of it. 
W^e, however, endeavour as much as j^ossible to signify to 
ourselves something respecting it. But when we say 
doubting, it has therefore no perception nor intellection of 
itself, and consequently does not know itself, we ought to 
consider this, that when we assert these things, we should 
convert ourselves to their contraries. For we make it to 
be multitudinous, when we admit that it is knowable ami. 
has knowledge : and by attributing intellection to it, we 
make it to be in want of intelligence. But if it subsists 
together with intellection, intellectual perception will he 
superfluously added to it. For in short, intellection appears 
^ , to be the co-sensation of the whole [of that which is intel- 
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intellection properly so called consists. Each of these 
many, however, is itself one certain thing unattended 
with investigation. But if intelligence is . of that which is 
external, it will be something indigent, and not properly 
intellectual perception. That, however, which is perfectly 
simple, and truly self-sulhcient, is not in want of any 
thing. But that Avhich is secondarily self-sufficient, being 
in want of itself, is in want of the intellectual perception 
of itself. And that which is indigent with respect to 
itself, produces from the whole of itself the self-sufficient, 
becoming sufficient from all [the particulars of which it 
consists], dwelling with itself, and being conversant with 
itself by intellection ; since co- sensation also, is the sensa- 
tion of a certain multitude, as its name testifies. Intelli- 
gence, likewise, 'which is prior to sense, converts that which 
is intellective, and which is evidently multitudinous, to 
itself. Eor if it should alone say this, I am being, it would 
say this, as having discovered that it is so. And it would 
make this assertion reasonably. For being is multitudi- 
nous ; since when it extends itself to that which is simple, 
and says, I am being, it does not meet either with itself, or 
with being. For it does not speak of being as of a stone, 
when it speaks of it truly : but by one word it pronounces 
many things.^ For this existence, which is truly existence, 
is not spoken of as having nothing more than a vestige of 
being ; since this is not being, and therefore may be said 
to have the relation of an image to its archetype. Hence, 
true being contains in itself multitude. What then ? will 
it not intellectually percei re each of the many it contains ? 
May -we not say, that if i mi wish to assume the solitary 
and alone, you will a<|i have intellectual perception? 

^ iiiftt.ead of dXX’ ovk «/p4 pijau ttoWcl in this place, it is 
necessary to read aXX’ ovv k X . ' . , 
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Existence itself, lioweyer, is in itself niultitudinoiis. And 
thoiigii YOU should si>eak of something else, that some- 
thing else has existence. If, however, this be the case, if 
there is something which is the most simple of all tilings, 
it will not have an intellectual perception of itself. Eor if 
it had [it would also have a subsistence somewhere].' 
Neither, therefore, does it intellectually peVceive itself, noi 
is there any intellectual perception of it. 

XIV. How, therefore, can ^ve speak of it? We are able 
indeed to say something of it, but we do not speak it. Nor 
have we either any knowledge, or intellectual perception 
of it. How, therefore, do we speak of it, if we do not 
possess it? May we not say, that though we do not 
possess it by knowledge, yet we are not entirely deprived 
of the possession of it ; but we possess it in such a way 
that we can speak of it, but cannot speak it ? Eor we can 
say what it is not, but we cannot say what it is ; so that 
we speak of it from things posterior , to it. We are not, 
however, prevented from possessing it, though we cannot 
say what it is. But in the same manner as those who 
energize enthusiastically, and become divinely inspired, 
perceive indeed, that they have something greater in them- 
selves, though they do not know what it is ; hut of the 
things by which they are excited they speak, and from 
these receive a certain sensation of tlie moving power, 
which is dit'erent from them; — in this manner also we 
appear to be affected about that which is perfectly simple. 


^ The words within the brackets are wanting in the original, 
and are supplied from the version of Ficinus. After d ya(j Uei, 
therefore, it is requisite to add t'xsi >cai ttou elvat. But the meaning 
of Plotinus in this place is, that if the most simple of all thijigs 
had an intellectual perception of itself, it would he in itself ; and 
consequently would be someiohere. For an intelle(dual essence 
because self-suhsistent, is said to he in itself. Eor so far as it is 
the cause of, it comprehends itself ; hut so far as it is caused, it is 
.comprehended by itself. 
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when possessing a pure intellect we employ it, and con- 
clude tliat this is the inward intellect which is the source 
of essence, and of other things which belong to this 
aiTangement. W o are sensible, therefore, that the nature 
which is perfectly simple is not these things, but that it is 
something more excellent, more ample, and great, than 
tliat which we denominate being, because it is also superior 
to reason, intellect, and sense, imparting, but not being 
these. 

XY. But how does it impart them ? Shall we say hy 
possessing, or hj not possessing them? If, howeyer, it 
indeed possesses them, it is not simple. But if it does 
not possess them, how does multitude proceed from it? 
Bor perhaps some one may admit that one simple thing 
may proceed from it, though even in this ease it may be -> 
incphred how any thing can proceed from that which is 
entirely one. At the same time, however, it may he said, 
that one simple thing may flow from it, in the same 
manner as a surrounding splendour from light. But how 
do many things proceed from it? May we not say, that 
what proceeds from is not the same with it ? If, there- 
fore, it is not the same with, it is not better than it. [For 
what is better, or in short, more excellent than the one ? 

It is therefore iiAorior to it. But this is more indigent.] ^ 
For wbat is in a greater degree indigent than the one, 
except that whidi is not one ? This, therefore, that is 
more indigent is many. At tlie same time, however, it 
a, spires after ili-e one. Hence it is one many. For the one 
saves every tiling which is not one ; and every thing is 
what it is through the one. For unless it hecoines one, 
though it slioiild consist of many things, it cannot yet be 

’* The words within the#hrachets are supplied from the version 
of Ficiiius ; so that in tlie original, after ovck ye piXnov, it is neees- 
saiy to supply W yap jSiXrioa rov Ivug, i/ oXa»e Kpelrrov; 
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deEGiiiinated beiiig. And though it may be possible to 
say what each thing is, yet this is only in consequence of 
each thing being one, and participating of sameness. That, 
however, which has not multitude in itself, is not one by 
the participation of one, but is the one itself, not from 
another, but because it is this ; from which other things 
also derive their subsistence, some indeed, proximately, but 
others remotely. But since that which is next to the one 
is characterized by sameness, and is posterior to the one, it 
is evident that the multitude of it is every where one. 
For being multitude at the same time it subsists in same- 
ness, and without separation, because all things in it exist 
collectively at once [in impartible union]. Each also of 
the natures which proceed from it, as long as it participates 
of life, is one many. For it cannot exhibit itself to the 
view^ as one alL That, however, fi'om which this originates 
is one all, because it is a great principle. For the principle 
is in reality and truly one. But that which is next to the 
principle, being thus after a manner [exuberantly full of] 
and heavy with the one, becomes all things through its 
participation of the one; and whatever it contains is again 
all and one. What therefore is this all ? Is it not those 
things of which the one is the principle ? But how is the 
one the principle of all things ? Is it not because it is the 
saviour of them, causing each of theui to be one ? Or is 
it also because it gave subsistence to thein ? After wdiat 
manner therefore ? Is it not because it- antecedently con- 
tained them? We have however before observed, that 
thus it will be multitude. They are contained in it, tiiere- 
fore, ill such a way as to subsist without distinction and 
separation.^ But the things contained in the second prin- 
ciple [after the one] are separated by reason : for they are 
now in energy. The one, how^e\%r, is the power of all 

^ As all things proceed from the one, hence the one is all things 
orior to all. 


tilings. Bnt wliat is tlie mode of this power ? For it is 
not said to be in power or capacity in the same manner as 
matter, because it receives: for matter suffers [in conse- 
quence of being passive] ; and thus the power of matter 
has an arrangement opposite to that of eJKciency, How, 
therefore, does it produce the things which it has not? 
For it does not produce them casually; nor having con- 
sidered what it is to do, does it then produce them. It 
lias been said, therefore, by us, that if any thing proceeds 
from ilie one^ it is different from it; but being different, 
it is not one. For this is what ^7?.e one was. If, however, 
that which proceeds from the one is not one, it is now 
necessary that it should be two things, and should be 
multitude. For it is now same and different, quality, and 
other things. That the offspring of the one, therefore, is ^ 
not one [alone] has been now demonstrated. But that it 
is multitude, and a multitude of such a kind as that which 
is surveyed in what is posterior to it, is deservedly a 
subject of doubt. And the necessity of the subsistence 
of that which is posterior to it, still remains to be investi- 
gated. 

XYI. That it is necessary, therefore, there should be 
something after the first, has been elsewhere asserted by 
us. And, in short, we have said that this which is next 
to the first [principle of things] is power, and an ines- 
timable power. This, likewise^ is rendered credible from 
all other things, because there is nothing even among the 
last of things which has not a generative power. How, 
however, we must say, that in things which are genei'ated, 
the progression is not to the upward, but to the downward, 
and to a greater multitude, and that the principle of par- 
ticulars is itself more simple [than its effects]. Hence, 
that which produced tlie sensible world' will not be itself 
the sensible world, but intellect and the intelligible world. 
Hence, too, that which is prior to the intelligible world, 
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and wliicli generated it, is sonietliing more simple than 
intellect and the intelligible world. For that which is 
iiiiiltitudinons does mot originate from ninltitnde, but from ^ 
that which is not multitude. For if the source of it was 
Tniiltitiidinous, it would not be the principle, but the 
principle would be some other thing prior to it. It is 
necessary, therefore, to refer all things to that which is 
truly one, and which is superior to all multitude, and to 
every hind of [participable] simplicity, if it is truly simple. 

But how is that which is generated from it, multitudinous 
and universal reason, since it is evident it is not itself 
reason ? If however it is not reason, how can reason ]>ro- 
ceed from that which is not ^ reason ? And how can that 
wdiich is boniform proceed from the good ? For v:hat does 
« it possess in itself that can cause it to be denominated 
boniform ? Is it because it subsists with invariable same- i 
ness ? But what does this contribute to the good ? For 
we seek after a sameness of subsistence when good is 
present. Or do we not first investigate that from which it 
is not proper to depart, because it is good ? But if it is ‘ 

not good, it is better to abandon the pursuit of it. Is it 
therefore considered by us as boniform, to live a^biding in 
good voluntaifily, and with invariable sameness? Hence, 
if intellect is satisfied with living after this manner, it 
evidently seeks after nothing else. It appears, therefore, 
that a sameness of subsistence is desirable, because what 
is j)resent is sufficient. All things, however, being now 
present to intellect, to live is desirable ; and this when all 
things are in such a manner present with it, as not to be ^ | 
different from it. But if all life is present with this, and 
a life perspicuous and perfect; in this, soul and every ^ 
intellect subsist, and nothing is wanting to it either of life \ 
or intellect. Hence it is sufficient to itself, and seeks after ! 



is omitted in the original. 
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Dotliing fartlier. But if tliis be the case, it possesses in 
itself, that wliieli it would investigate if it were not present. 
It possesses, therefore, in itself the good, ox a thing of such 
a kind as we call life and intellect, or something else which 
is accidental to these. If, however, this is the good, there 
■will be nothing* be jond these. But if the good is beyond 
these, a life tending to this, suspended from it, having its 
subsistence from, and living according to it, will evidently 
be good. For the good is the principle of intellect. It is 
necessary, therefore, that the good should be more excellent 
than life and intellect. For thus intellect, and the life 
which it contains, will be converted to it, since the life of 
iiit(dlect possesses in itself an imitation of the good, accord- 
ing to which intellect lives, and this is also the case with 
intellect itself, whatever this imitation may be. 

XVII. What then is better than a most wise, irrepre- 
hensible, and unerring life ? What more excellent than an 
intellect possessing all things ? Or than all life, and every 
intellect? If, therefore, we should say that the maker of 
these is more excellent, and should relate how he made 
them, and show that nothing better than him can present 
itself to our view, our reasoning will not proceed to any 
thing else, but will stop there. It is necessary, how^ever, 
to ascend, both on account of many other considerations, 
and because self-sufficiency to this intellect is the result of 
all the things of which ^ it consists. But each of these is 
evidently indigent, because each participates of the same 
one, and participates of one in consequence of not being 

^ Instead of Ik Trdvrwr t'lw torh, it is necessary to read. Ik 7cdvTm> 
1% o5 tern'll Tiie necessity of this emendation was not seen hy 
Ficiniis, whose translation of this part is consequently very erro- 
neous. For how can the sufficiency of intellect consist of an accu- 
mulation of ail things extc^oially ? But the translation of Fieinus 
is, “ turn etiam quia sufficientia huic ex cunctis accumulata pendetf 
extrinsecus.” 
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I the one itself. WliRfc tlien is tliat of wliich tliis intellect I 

j . participates, and whicli causes it to exist, and to be all ; 
I* tilings at once ? If, however, it causes it to he every thing, 

|; and the innltitn.de of it is suffi-cient to itself through the ' 

presence oi the one, and if also it is evidently- effective of 
} essence and self-sufficiency, it will not he essence, but 

beyond this, and beyond self- sufficiency. Is what we have 
said therefore sufficient, or is the soul yet parturient -with 
something else, and in a still greater degree? Perhaps, 
therefore, it is requisite that the soul should now become 
impelled towards the one, being filled with parturient con- 
ceptions about it. Again, however, let us try if we cannot 
find a certain charm for this parturiency. Perhaps, indeed, 
he will accomplish this, who frequently enchants himself: 
from what has now been said. Wliat other new enchant- 
ment, therefore, as it were, is there ? Por the charm which 
runs above all realities, and above the truths which we 
participate, immediately files away from him who wishes to 
speak of and energize discursively about the one ; since it 
is necessary that the dianoetic power, in order that it may 
speak of any thing, should assume another and another 
thing. Por thus there will be a discursive energy. In 
that, however, which is perfectly simple, there is nothing^ 
discursive ; but it is sufficient to come into contact with it 
intellectually. That, however, which comes into contact 
with it, when it is in contact, is neither able to say any 
. thing, nor has leisure to speak; but afterwards [wben it 

I falls o:lf -from this contact] reasons about it. »Then also it 

is requisite to believe that we liave seen it, when the soul 
I : receives a sudden light. Por this light is from him, and • 

is him. And then it is proper to think that he is present, 
when like another God entering into the house of some one 
who invokes him, he fills it with splendour.- Por unless 


^ It is necessary here to supply o<’. 

“ Rlotinus, in what he here says, doubtless alludes to the following 
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lie entered, lie ■would not illuminate it. And thus tlie soul 
would be without light, and without the possession of 
this God. But when illuminated, it has that which it 
sought for. This likewise is the true end to the soul, to 
come into contact with his light, and to behold him 
through it; not by the light of another thing; bht to per- 
ceive that very thing itself through which it sees. For 
that through which it is illuminated, is the very thing 
which it is necessary to behold. For neither do we see the 
sun through any other than the solar light. How, there- 
fore, can this be accomplished? By an ablation of all 
thino's. 


lines in the 19th hook of the “ Odyssey,” when Ulysses and Tele- 
inachus I’ernove the weapons out of the armory : 

“Minerva preceded them, having a golden lamp, with which 
she produced a very beautiful light; on perceiving which, Tele- 
machus thus immediately addressed his father : 0 father, this 
is certainly a most admirable thing which presents itself to my 
eyes, hor the walls of the house, the beautiful sptmes between 
the rafters, the hr beams, and the columns, appear to me to rise in 
radiance, as if on fire. Certainly some one of the Gods is present 
who inhabit the extended heaven. But the wise Ulysses thus 
answered him : Be silent, repress your intellect, and do not speak. 
For this is the custom of the Gods who dwell in Olympus.’* 
Homer, therefore, indicates by this, tliat to the reception of 
divine illumination, silence, and a cessation of all mental energy, 
are requisite. 
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THxiT THE- NATURE' WHICH IS BEYOND ' 
,, BEING IS NOT INTELLECTIYE ; 

ANT) WHAT THAT IS WHICH IS PRIMARILY,; AND ALSO 
THAT WHICH IS SECONDARILY ' INTELLECTIVE. 


One kind of intelligence is the intelleetnal perception of 
anotlier tiling, but another is the perception of a thing by 
itself, or when a thing perceives itself ; the latter of -which 
flies in a greater degree from duplicity, or doubleness in in- 
tellection. But the former wishes also to avoid this diver- 
sity, but is less able to accomplish its vvish. For it has 
indeed mth itself that which it sees, but it is different 
from itself. That, however, which intellectually perceives 
itself, is not separated essentially from the object of its 
perception, but being co-existent -with it sees itself. Both, 
therefore, become one being. Hence it perceives in a greater 
degree because it possesses that which it perceives. It is 
also primarily intellective, because that which perceives 
intellectually ought to be both one and two. For if it is 
not one, that which perceives will be one thing, and tliat 
which is intellectually perceived another. Hence it will 
not be primarily intellective, because in consequence of re- 
ceiving the intellectual perception of another thing, it -will 
not possess that which it perceives, as something belonging 
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to itself ; so tliat tLe thing perceiTed will not be the per- 
' ceiver itself. Or if it should possess it as itself, in order ^ 
that it may properly perceive intellectually, two things 
will be one.^ Hence it is necessary that both should be one. 

Or if there is indeed one thing, but again, this one does not 
consist of two things, it will not possess intelligence; so 
that neither will it perceive intellectually. Hence it is 
necessary that the nature which is intellective should be 
simple and at the same time not simple. He, however, 

; who ascends from soul will in a greater degree apprehend 
that an intellective nature is a thing of this kind. For 
here [ie. in soul] it is easy to divide, and duplicity may 
here be easily perceived. If some one, therefore, should 
make a twofold light, soul, indeed, according to the less 
pure, but the intelligible of it according to the purer light, 
and afterwards should cause that which sees to be a light ' 
equal to that which is seen, not having any further occa- 
; Sion to separate by difference,— he who does this, will ad- 
mit that these two are one. And this perceives intellec- 
tually, indeed, because it is two things; but it sees because 
it is now one thing. Thus, therefore, such a one will appre- 
hend intellect and the intelligible. Hence we, by a reason- 
ing process, have made two things from one. On the con- 
trary, however, it is two things from one, because it intel- 
lectually perceives, making itself to be two; or rather 
being two because it intellectually perceives ; and because 

it is one thing [being intellective]. 

II. If, therefore, there is that which is primarily intel- 
lective, and also that which is after another manner [ie 
, secondarily] intellective, that which is beyond the first im 
telligeiit nature, will not perceive intellectually. For it is 
. necessary that it should become intellect in order that it 
may have intellectual jjerception. But being intellect it 
will^ also have the intelligible. And if it is primarily intel- 
lective, it will have the intelligible in itself. It is not^ 
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liosvever, necessarj that whatever is intelligible should have 
that which is intellective in itself, and perceive intellec- 
tuallj. For in this case, it will not only he intelligible, 
but also intellective. But being two things it will not be 
that which is first. Intellect, likewise, which possesses the 
intelligible, could not subsist without the existence of an 
essence which is purely intelligible ; and which with re- 
spect to intellect, indeed, will be intelligible, but with re- 
ference to itself will be properly neither intellective, nor 
intelligible. For that which is intelligible, is intelligi]3le 
to another thing. And intellect which darts itself forward 
by intelligence would have a vacuum, unless it received and 
compreliended in itseK the intelligible which it intellectnall j 
perceives. For it is not intellective wdthout the intelligible. 
Hence it is then perfect when it possesses the intelligiljle. 
* It is necessary, however, prior to its perceiving intellec- 
tually, that it should have with itself a perfect essence. 
Hence, that with which the perfect is essentially ^ present, 
will he perfect prior to intellectual perception. To this, 
therefore, nothing of intellectual perception is necessary. 
For prior to this it is suificient to itself. Hence it does 
not perceive intellectually. There is, therefore, that which 
is not intellective ; there is also that which is primarily 
intellective; and there is that which is intellective in a 
secondary degree. Farther still, if that which is first per- 
ceives intellectually, something is present with it. Hence 
it is not the first, but that which is second. It is also not 
. one, but is now ^ many ; and is all such things as it intel- 
lectually perceives. For if it only intellectually perceived 
itself, it would be manyd 


‘ There is an omission in the original here of tear’’ hut 

both the setise and the version of Ficinus require it should be 
inserted. * 
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j III. If, however, it should be said, that nothing hinders 

• this same thing which is the first from being many, we 
I tfijit in these many there will be a subject. For it is * 

I not possible for the many to subsist, unless the one exists, 

j fiom which, or in which they subsist; or in short, unless 

! tliei e is a one which is prior to other things that are num- 

bered among themselves, and which it is necessary to 
I receive itself in itself alone. But if it subsists in conjunc- 
tion with other things, it is necessary having received this 
Tvith other things, but wdiieh at the same time is different 
fiom them, that we should suffer it to be with other things, 
but that we should also investigate this subject, no longer 
in conjunction with other things of which it is the subject, 
but itself by itself. For that which is the same in other 
; things, will indeed be similar to this, but will not be this} 

t It IS necessary, however, that it should be alone, if it is to 

j be seen in other things, unless it should be said that the 

; being of it has its hypostasis in conjunction with other 

things. Hence, there will not be that which is itself 
simple; nor will there be that which is composed of 
many things. For since that which is simple has 
no subsistence, neither will that which is a composite 
of many things subsist. For because each simple 

cliaracterized by essence, but tlie latter by intellect. And beine 
IS prior to intellect. The intelligible, however, contains in itself 
intellect casually. Hence it lias a knowledge which is beyond 
inteliec^. Much more, therefore, is the inefiabie principle of things, 
who IS beyond the intelligible, above the possession of intellectual 
perception. lor his knowledge like his nature is more impartible 
than every centre, and more inefiabie than all silence. For it is, 

; . ir It be lawful so to speak, a darkness which transcends all ^^riostic 
dliimlnation. Hence by energizing about it, knowledge is refunded 
into Ignorance. 

I ; For the imparticipable or exempt is not consiibsistent 
with any thing, but the’participable one is consiibsistent either 
witli being, or life, or intellect, or soul, or body. See my transla- 
I tioii of Proeliis’ “ Elements of Theology,” 
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tLiiig is unable to exist, no one certain simple tiling sub- 
sisting from itself, lienee since tliat wliicli is niiiltitiidinoiis 
is not able to liaTe an hypostasis by itself, nor to iinpa.rt 
itself to another thing, because it has no existence, how can 
there be that which is composed of all things, when it 
must consist of nonentities, which are not merely negations 
of a certain thing, but have no subsistence whatever ? If, 
therefore, a certain thing is multitude, it is necessary there 
should he one prior to the many. Hence, if that which is 
intellective is a certain multitude, it is necessary that there 
should not be intellectual perception in that which is not^ 
multitude. This, however, is the first [principle of things]. 
In the natures, therefore, posterior to it, there will be intel- 
lectual perception and intellect. 

lY. Farther still, if it is necessary that the good should 
be simple and nnindigent, it will not be in want of intellec- 
tual perception. But that which is not necessary to it, will not 
be present with it ; since, in short, nothing is present -with it. 
Intellectual perception, therefore, will not be inherent in it, 
because neither will any thing else. Besides, intellect is 
something different from the good. For it becomes boni- 
foi'm by the intellectual perception of the good. Again, as 
in two things where there is one and another thing, it 
is not possible for this one which subsists in conjunction 
with something else to be the one itself, but it is necessary 
fcbat the one which is one by itself, should be |)rior to that 
which is with another ; thus also it is necessary, that where 
a certain one which is in a certain respect simple subsists 
in conjunction with another thing, there should prior to it 
be the one w'hicli is perfectly simple, and whicli has nothing 
in itself of the things contained in that which subsists 
in conjunction with others. For whence could one thing 
be another, unless prior to these that had a separate sub- 


* is omitted in the oriciuaL 
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Mstence, from which the thing that is another is derived ? 
h or that which is simple, cannot be derived from another. 
hat that which is multitudinous or two, must necessarily 
be suspended from another thing. Hence, that which 
m first may be assimilated to light; that which is next to 
It. to the sun; but that which is the third, to the moon 
deriving light from the sun. For soul, indeed, has an ad- 
veutitioiis intellect, which, as soul is of an intellectual 
nature, coloiu-s it [with a Kght derived from the ffood], 
intellect, however, contains in itself an appropriate light of 
its own ; for it is not light alone, but that which is iUumi- 
nated essentially. But that which imparts this light, 
smceitis not any thing else, is a simple light, affording to 
inteUeet the power of existing that which it is. Why, 
tlierefore, should this simple light be in want of any thing ? 
For it IS not the same with that which is in anoth”’- • ’ 
since that which is in another is different from that which 
subsists itself by itself. 

y. Farther still, that which is multitudinous will seek 
Itself, and will wish to verge to and be eo-sentient of itself. 
Where, however,, will that which is entirely one proceed to 
itself? And where will it be in want of co-sensation ? For 
this same thing is more excellent than all co-sensation and 
intellection. For intellectual perception is not' the first of 
things, either with respect to existence, or dignity of 
nature ; but it is the second thing, and generated posterior 
to the subsistence of the good. As soon as generated, also, 
it moved itself towards the good. But being moved 
towards, it also knew it. And intellectual perception is 
this, viis. a motion towards the good, and- an aspiration after 
it.^ For desire generated intelligence, and is cousubsistent 
with it. For sight is the desire of seeing. The good, 
therefore, is not at all m want of intellectual perception. 
For there is not any thing, else beside itself which is 
the good of it; since when that also which is different 
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from the good iiiteilect-ually perceives it, it does tins in con- 
sequence of being boniform, and possessing a similitude to 
the good. It likewise intellectually j)erceives tliat whieb. it 
sees, as good and desirable to itself ; and in consequence of 
receiving as it were tlie imagination of good. And if it is 
always thus affected, it is alway this [i.e. it is always boni- 
form]. For again, in tbe intellection of itself, it accident- 
ally perceives the good. For looking to the good, it intel- 
lectually sees it, and also sees itself energizing. But tlie 
energy of all things is directed to the good. 

Yl. If, therefore, these things are rightly asserted, in- 
telligence wdil have no place whatever in the good. For the 
good which is present with an intellective ^ nature is dif- 
ferent from the good itself. Hence the good is uneiiergetie. 
For why is it necessary that energy should energize r Foi 
' in short, no energy whatever has again energy. But if to 
other energies which are directed to another thing, we attri- 
bute something else, it is however necessary, that the first 
energy from which other energies are suspended, should be 
that very thing which it is, and that nothing else should be 
added to it. An energy, therefore, of this kind is not in- 
tellectual perception. For it does not possess that which 
it intellectually perceives ; since it is the first energy. In 
the next place, neither does intelligence intellectually 
perceive, but that wliich possesses intelligence. Again, 
therefore, two things take jfiace in that which perceives 
intellectually. But that which is first is by no means two. 
Farther still, the truth of this may be seen in a still greater 
degree by him who considers how this twofold nature sub- 
sists in every thing which is more clearly intellective. For 
we say, indeed, that beings as beings, that each thing itself 
[by itself,] and truly existing beings, are in tlie intelligible 

^ In.stead of rb vovp rl in this place, it is necessary to read n? 

VOOVVTL, 
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place ; and this not merely because some things abide in- 
variably the same in essence, but others, and these are such 
as are in the sensible region, continually flow and are not 
permanent. Poi perhaps there are some things in 
sensibles of a permanent nature. But we assert this of 
infcelli^bles, because they possess the perfection of exist- 
ence. For It is necessary that the essence which is primarily 
so called, should not be the shadow of existence, but should 
have the fulness of being. Existence, however, is then 
lul , -when It receives the form of intellectual perception, 
anc 0 ife. Henoe, in [real] being, to perceive intel- 
iectuaily , to hve, and to exist, are consubsistent. If, there- 
fore, it is being, it is also inteUect, and if it is inteUect it 
IS 'eing. And intellectual perception is simultaneous with 
existence. Hence, to perceive intellectually is many things, , 
and not one thing It is necessary, therefore, that with the 
nature which is not a thing of this kind, there should not 
be intellectual p.erception. Hence, among the several 
forms contained in true beings, there are man, and the 
intellectual perception = of man ; horse, and the intellectual 
perception of horse ; the just, and the intellection of the 
]iist. Hence too, all things there are double, and the me is 
two. And again, two passes into one. But that which is 
the first of thinp is not either of these; nor does it con- 
sist of all the things which are two ; nor is it, in short, two. 
It lia..s been, liowever, elsewhere shown by us, how t^vo cle- 
rives its subsistence from the one. But since the one is 
liip'ond essence, it is also beyond intellectual perception, 
-here will be no absurdity therefore, in asserting that the 
one does not know itself. For being one it does not possess ' 
with itself that^ which it may learn. But neither is it 
necessary that it should know other things. For it 

‘ bistead of nv nOu here, it is necessary to read oii uivtt. 

It is retpiisite here, to supply the words &j^9p<imv 
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; . imparts to tlieiii .sometlimg better and greater tlian tlie 

[■i; ^ knowledge of 'them'; 'and tins is the of other tilings. 

! -V Blit it rather imparts to them the ability,' as niiich as 

I ;■ possible, of coming into contact, with it in- the . same 

( thing. 
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VI. ix. 

I. All beings are beings tlirougb the one, botli sucli as are 
primarily beings, anti siicli as in any respect "wbatever are 
said to be classed in tlie order of beings. For wliat would 
they be, if tliey were not one? For if deprived of unity, 
tiiey are no longer tliat whicli tliey were said to be. For 
neitlier would an army, or a clioir, exist [as sucli], unless 
eacli of tlieni v/as one. Nor would a berd exist, if it w'ere 
not one. But neitlier would a bouse or a ship bave an 
existence, unless tbey possess the one ; since a bouse is one 
thing, and also a ship, wliicb one if tbey lose, the bouse 
will no longer be a bouse, nor the ship a ship. Continued 
magnitudes, therefore, unless the one is present with them, 
will not bave an existence. Hence, when tbey are divided, 
so far as tbey lose the one, tbey change their existence. 

The bodies, also, of plants and animals, each of which is 
one, if they iiy from the one, in consequence of being broken | 

into multitude, lose the essence which tbey before possessed, 
no longer l)eing that which tbey were, but becoming instead | 

<if it other things, and continuing to be these so long as I 

they are one. Health, likewise, then has a subsistence, 
when the body is congregated into one [Le., when it I 

i:K,)ssesses symmetry], and beauty then flourishes when the I 

nature of the one confines the parts of the body. Virtue | 

also exists in the soul when the soul teijids to unity, and is f 
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iinitecl ill one concord. Since, tlierefore, tlie soul conducts 
all tilings to one, bj fabricating, fasliioning, forming and 
co-arranging tliem, is it neeessarj to assert wlien we liave 
arrived as far as to soul, that slie supplies the,, om, and that 
she is the one itself? Or must we not say, that as when slie 
imparts other things to bodies, such as and form, it 

is not herself which she imparts, but things different from 
herself, thus also it is requisite to think if she imparts 
the one, that she imparts it as something different from 
herself ; and that looking to the one, she causes each of her 
productions to he one, in the same manner as looking to 
man, she fabricates man, assuming together with man the 
one contained in mand For of the things which are de- 
nominated one, each is in such a manner one as is the being 
which it possesses.^ So that things which are in a less 
degree beings, possess in a less degree the one ; but those 
that have more of entity have also more of the one. More- 
over, soul being different irom the one, possesses more of it 
in proportion as it is more truly soul, yet is not the one itself. 
For soul is one, and in a certain respect the one which it 
possesses is an accident. And these are two things, soul 
and one, in the same manner as body and one. That 
indeed w-hieh is decrete multitnde, as a choir, is more 
remote from the one, but that which is eontinuoiis is nearer 
to it. But soul which has more alliance with, participates 
more abundantly of the one. If, however, because soul 
cannot exist unless it is one, it should be said that soul and 
the one are the same, we reply in the hrst place, that other 

^ The original here is defective, which deficiency may ho sup- 
plied from the version of Ficinus, i)y reading wGmp Kai irrpbc uj'BuojTrop 
ftX^.TTovcrav dvOpwirov di)piovpys.L, instead of MdTrsp ical Trpdr avOpwitov 
d}'9punro7\ 

“ I.e. The nature of its being depen^^s on the nature of the 
unity which it participates ; so that its being is more or less excel- 
lent according as this unity partakes in a greater or less degree of 
the one itself. , 
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tilings also are wliat tliev are in conjunction with, being 
one, hut at the same time the one is different from them. ^ 

For body and one are not the same ; but body jiarticipates of 
the one. In the next place, each soul is a multitude, though 
it does not consist of parts. For there are many powers in 
it, viz., those of reasoning, appetition, and apprehension, 
which are connected by unity as by a bond. Soul, therefore, 
being itself one imparts the one, to other things. But she 
also suffers [i.e. participates] this one from something else. 

II. Shall we say, therefore, that in each of the things 
which subsist according to a part, the essence of it and the 
•one are not the same? In true being indeed, and true 
essence, essence, being, and the one, are the same. So that 
he who discoTers being in these, will also discover the one, 
and will find that essence itself is the one itself. Thus, for 
instance, if essence is intellect, the one also is here intellect,’ 
viz., an intellect which is primarily being, and primarily 
one. And when it imparts existence to other things, thus, 
and so far as it imparts this, it also imparts the one. For 
what else besides intellect and being, can the one of these 
be said to be ? For either the one is the same with being, as 
a man is the same thing as one man ; or it is as a certain 
number of each thing, as when you speak of a certain two. 
And thus the one is asserted of a certain thing alone. If, 
tlierefore, number pertains to beings, it is evident that the 
one also pertains to them : and what it is must be inves- 
tigated. But if the one is nothing more than the energy 
of the soul attempting to number, the one will have no 
existence in things themselves. Eeason however has said, 
that whatever loses the one, loses entirely at the same time 
its existence. It is necessary, therefore, to consider whether 
each thing that has a being, and each thing that is one ax'e 
the same, and wheth(»r in short, being and the one are the 
same. If, however, the being of each thing is multitude, 
but it is impossible for the one to be multitude, each of 
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tliese T\ill be different from the other, Man, therefore, is 
an animal, is i*ational, and h?,.s many parts, and this multi- 
tnde is bound together by unity. Hence, man is one thing, 
and unity another; since the former is partible, but the 
latter impartible. Moreover, being which ranks as a whole, 
and contains all beings in itself, will rather be many beings 
[than one], and will be different from the 07 ie. But by 
assumption and participation, it will possess the one. Being, 
likewise, has life and intellect: for it is not deprived of 
life. Hence, being is many things. If also it is intellect, 
it is thus again necessary that it should be inultituciinous ; 
and this in a still greater degree, if it comprehends in itself 
forms or ideas. Bor idea is not unity, but is rather 
number. And this is true both of each idea, and of that 
wliidi is all ideas collectively. Idea, likewise, is in such a 
•manner one, as the world is one. In short, the one is the 
first of things, but intellect, forms, and being are not the 
first. For each form consists of many things, and is a 
composite, and posterior. For those things from which 
each form consists have a priority of snl'jsistence. But 
that it is not possible that intellect can be the first of things, 
is evident from the following considerations. It is necessary 
that intellect should consist in intellectual perception ; and 
that the most excellent intellect, and which does not look 
to what is external to, should inteliectnally pei'ceive that 
which is prior to itself. For being converted to itself, it 
is [at the same time] converted to the principle of itself. 
And if indeed it is both intellective and intelligible, it will 
be twofold and not simple, and therefore not the one. But 
if it looks to something different from itself, it will entirely 
look to that which is more excellent than, and prior to 
itself. If, however, At both looks to itself, and to that 
which is better than itself, it wuii tli^is also be secondary. 
And it is requisite to admit that such an intellect as this, 
is present indeed with the good^ and with that which is 
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first, and tliat it belaolds it. It likewise associates with., j 

and intellectnally perceives itself, and knows that it is ^ 
itself all things. By no means, therefore, since it is thus 
various, is i% the om, ISTeither, therefore, will the one be i 

all things ;^ since if it were, it would no longer be Uie one. \ 

ISTor is it intellect. Bor thus it would be all things ; intel- ] 

lect being all things. Nor is it being. Bor being like- \ 

; wise is all . things. , 

in. What then wilH/^-e owe be ; and what nature will it 
possess ? Or may we not say that it is not at all wonderful, : 

it should not be easy to tell what it is, since neither is it 
easy to tell what being is, or what form is. But our 
knowledge is fixed in forms. When, however, the soul ; 

directs its attention to that which is formless, then being 
^ unable to comprehend that which is not bounded, and as it ^ 

were impressed with forms by a former of a various nature, 
it falls from the apprehension of it, and is afraid it will 
possess [nothing from the view]. Hence, it becomes weary ! 

in endeavours of this kind, and gladly descends from the 
survey frequently falling from all things, till it arrives at I 

something sensible, and as it were rests in a solid substance ; 

Just as the sight also, when wearied with the perception of 
small objects, eagerly converts itself to such as are large. 

When, hovrever, the soul wishes to perceive by itself, and i 

sees itself alone, then in consequence of being one with the 
object of its perception, it does not think that it yet 

^ It is well observed by Damascius in his MS. treatise ttwI 
dpx^Vt that neither the owe nor all things Siocords in rcalitij \vith 
the nature of the one. For these are opposed to each other, and j 

distribute our conceptions. For if we look to the simple and the 
one, we destroy its immensely great perfection ; and if we con- . J 
ceive all things subsisting together, we abolish the one and the j 

sim],)le. But this is because we are divided, and look to divided j 

peculiarities. In short, ‘"so far as it is the one, it is exempt from all 
things, and. is without any multitude; hut' so far as it is the 
principle of all things, it is all things prior to all. 
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possesses tliafc wliicli it investigates, because it is not 
dili'erent from tliat wliich it mtellectiially perceives. At 
tlie same time, it is requisite that he should act in this 
manlier, vdio intends to philosophize about the one. Since, 
therefore, that which we investigate is one, and we direct 
our attention to the principle of all things, to the good, and 
the first, we ought not to be far removed from the natnres 
wliich are about the first of things, nor fall from them to 
the last of all things, but proceeding to such as are first, 
wo should elevate ourselves from sensibles which have an 
ultimate subsistence. The sonl, likewise, should for this 
pmrpose he liberated from all vice, in consequence of 
hastening to the [vision of the] good ; and should ascend 
to the principle which is in herself, and become one instead 
of many things, in order that she may survey the priiicipie ^ 
^of ail things, and the one. Hence it is requisite, that the 
sonl of him who ascends to the good should then become 
intellect, and that he should commit his soul to, and 
establish it in intellect, in order, that what intellect sees, 
his soul may vigilantly receive, and may through intellect 
survey the one; not employing any one of the senses, nor 
receiving any thing from them, but with a pure intellect, 
and with the summit [and as it were, flower] of intellect, 
beholding that which is most pure. Wlien, therefore, lie 
who applies himself to the survey of a thing of this kind, 
imagines that there is either magnitude, or figure, or bulk 
about this nature, he has not intellect for the leader of the 
vision 5 because intellect is not naturally adjipted to per- 
ceive things of this, kind, bnt such an energy is the energy 
of sense, and of opinion following sense. But in onler to 
perceive the one, it is necessary to receive from intellect a 
declaration of what intellect is able to accomplish. Intei- 

^ For a^v here, it is necessary to refA apxtiG ; and it is also 
requisite to alter the punctuation conformably to the above trans- 
lation. 
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lect, lioweYer, is able to see either tilings prior to itself, or 
tbings pertaining to itself, or things effected, bj itself. 

And the things indeed contained in itself, are pnre ; but | 

those prior to itself are still purer and more simple ; or 1 

rather this jnust be asserted of that which is prior to it. : 

Hence, that which is prior to it, is not intellect, but some- | 

thing more excellent. Eor intellect is a certain one among I 

the number of beings ; hut that is not a certain one, but is 
prior to every thing. Hor is it being ; for being has, as it 
were, the form of the one} But that is formless, and is even 
without intelligible form. For the nature of the one being 
generative of all things, is not any one of them. Heither, 
therefore, is it a certain thing, nor a quality, nor a quantity, 
nor intellect, nor soul, nor that which is m.oved, nor again j 

^ that which stands still. Hor is it in place, or in time ; but is 
by itself uniform, or rather without form, being prior to"* 
all form, to motion and to permanency. For these subsist 
about being which also cause it to be multitudinous. 

Why, however, if it is not moved, does it not stand still ? 

Because it is necessary that one or both of these should I 

subsist about being. And that which stands still, stands ^ 

still through permanency, and is not the same with it. 

Hence permanency is accidental to it, and it no longer 
i’einaius simple. For when we say that the one is the 
cause of all things, we do not predicate anything as an 
accident to it, but rather as something which happens to 
us, because we possess something from it, the one in the 
mean time subsisting in itself. It is necessary, however, 
when speahing accurately of the one, neither to call it that, 
nor this. But we running as it were externally round it, 
are desirous of explaining the manner in which we are 

^ Instead of rov ovroq here, it is necessary to read rov Ivoq, For 
it is absurd to suppose ’’Plotinus would say, that being has as it 
‘Were the form of being, and yet Ficinus so translates it : ‘‘Nam 
ens velut formam ipsam entis habet.’* - , : 
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alfected a-boiit it. And at one time, indeed, we draw near 
to it, bnt at another time fall from, it, bj onr doubts 
about it. 

lY. In this affair, however, a doubt espeeiallv arises, 
because the perception of the highest G-od is not effected 
bj science, nor by intelligence, like other inteliigibles, but 
by the presence of him, which is a mode of knowledge 
superior to that of science. But the sou] suiiers an 
apostasy from the one, and is not entirely one wlieii it 
receives scientific knowledge. For science is reascai, and 
reason is multitudinous. The soul, therefore, in this case, 
deviates from the one, and falls into number and multitude. 
Hence it is necessary to run above science, and in no 
respect to depart from a subsistence which is profoundly 
one ; but it is requisite to abandon science, the objects of 
science, every other thing, and every beautifal spectacle. 
For every thing beautiful is posterior to the supreme, and 
is derived from him, in the same manner as all diurnal 
light is derived from the sun. Hence Plato says, he is 
neither effable, nor to be described by writing. We speak 
however, and write about him, extending ourselves to him, 
and exciting others by a reasoning process to the vision of 
him ; pointing out, as it were, the way to him who wishes 
to behold something [of his ineffable nature]. For doctrine 
extends as far as to the way and the progression to liini. 
But the vision of him is now tlie work of one who is soli- 
citous to perceive him. He, however, will not ar.rive at the 
vision of him, and will not be al'fected by the survey, nor 
will have in himself as it. were an amatory passion from 
the view, (which passion causes the lover to rest in the 
object of his love) nor receive from it a true light, which 
surrounds the whole soul -with its splendour, in consequence 
of becoming nearer to it ; he, I sayv wdll not ]>ehold this 
light, who attempts to ascend to the vision of the supreme 
while he is drawn downwards by those things which are 
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I an impediment to the vision. He will likewise not ascend | 

! by liimself alone, but will be accompanied by that which 

will clivulse him from the one, or rather he will not be |: 

^ himself collected into one. For the one is not absent from | 

any thing, and yet is separated from all things ; so that it 
IS present, and yet not present with them. But it is ^ 

present with those things that are able, and are prepared 
to receive it, so that they become congruous, and as it 
■were pass into contact with it, through similitude and a 
I certain inherent power allied to that which is imparted by 
the one. When, therefore, the soul is disposed in such a 
way as she was when she came from the one, then she is 
able to perceive it, as far as it is naturally capable of being 
seen. He, therefore, who has not yet arrived thither, but 
« either on account of the above-mentioned obstacle is de- 
prived of this vision, or through the want of reason which 
may conduct him to it, and impart faith respecting it; 
such a one may consider himself as the cause of his 
disappointment through these impediments, and should 
endeavour hy separating himself from all things to he alone. 

But wdth respect to arguments in the belief of which he is 
; deficient, he should conceive as follows : 

V. Wlioever fancies that beings are governed by fortune 
and chance, and are held together by corporeal causes, is 
very remote from 0-od, and the conception of the one. Our 
arguments, likewise, are not addressed tb these, hut to those 
wdio admit that there is another nature besides bodies, and 
who ascend [at least] as far as to soul. It is necessary, 
therefore, that these should be well acquainted with the 
* nature of soul, both as to other things, and to its being 
derived from intellect; from which also participating of 
reason, it possesses virtue. After these things, however, 
he should admit the subsistence of another intellect, 
different from that which reasons, and which is denomi- 
j Bated rational. He should likewise consider reasonings to 
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subsist now as it were in interval and motion, and sciences 
to be sncb-like reasons in the sonl, with an [evolved] and 
manifest subsistence ; in consequence of intellect which is 
the cause of sciences being now infused into the soul. 
Hence in this case, the soul has as it were a sensible per- 
ception of intellect, through apprehending it incumbent 
on soul, and containing in itself the intelligible world, a 
tranquil intellect, and a Cjuiet motion, and having aiiO. 
being all things, —a multitude without separation, and 
again a separate multitude. For it is neither separated 
like the reasons ri,e. forms or ideas in the human sonlj 


which are perceived bj our intellect one at a time,- [and 
hot simnitaneouslj,] nor is it a confused multitude. For 
each of the forms contained in it proceeds separate from 
pthe rest ; in the same manner as in the sciences, where all 
things subsisting in an impartible nature, at the same 
time each is separate from the rest. This multitude, there- 
fore, subsisting at once is the intelligible world, which is 
immediately united to the first principle of things, and 
which the same reason that demonstrates the existence of 
soul says has a necessary subsistence. This, however, has 
a more principal subsistence than sonl, yet is not the first 
of things, because it is not [profoundly] one, and simple. 
But ihe one, and the principle of all things, is simple. 
Hence that which is prior to the most honourable thing 
among beings,^ if it is necessary there should he something 
prior to intellect, which wishes indeed to be one, yet is not 
one, but has the form of one, because intellect is not in 

^ In the original, ovre yap Siaic^KptTai tbc ol Xayot oi ’iici} KaV 's-v 
voQvptvoi, which Ficinns not understanding has erroneously trans- 
lated as follows : “ Neque enim discernitur siciit rationes in pro- 
batione sclent, sed tanquam rationes jam secnndmu unnm quiddani 
excogitante.” For the human intellect perceives only one form or 
idea at a time ; but a divine intellect sees all forms at once. 

“ Instead of to BS] 7rpo rov h> toIq ov riintbrarov here, it is neces- 
sary to read rb Bij 'icphfov Iv roTc ovaiv Tipwrarov* 
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itself dispersed, but is truly present witli itself, and does 
not, in consequence of its proximity to the one, divulse ^ 
itself, tbougli in a certain respect it dares to depart from 
fJie one ; — that, I say, which is prior to intellect and is the 
one, is a prodigy, and is not being, lest here also the one 
should be predicated of aiiotber thing, to which no name 
is in reality adapted. But if it is necessary to give it a 
name, it may appropriately be called in common one, yet 
not as being first something else, and afterwards one. It 
is indeed on this account difdcult to be known; but is 
principally to be known from its offspring essence. And 
intellect leads to essence. The nature also of the one is 
such, that it is the fountain of the most excellent things, 
and a power generating beings, abiding in itself without 
» diminution, and not subsisting in its progeny. But we de-^ 
nominate it the one from necessity, in order that we may 
signify it to each other by a name, and may be led to an 
impartible conception, being anxious that our soul may be 
one.^ We do not, however, here speak of the one and the 
impai'tible in such a way as when we speak of a point or 
the monad. For that which is after this manner one, is 
the principle of quantity, which could not subsist unless 
essence had a prior existence, and also that which is ante- 
cedent to essence. It is necessary therefore to project the 
dianoetic power to these ; but we should consider the monad 
and a point as having an analogical similitude to the one, 
on account of their simplicity, and their fiying from multi- 
tude and division. 

YI. How, therefore, can we speak of the one, and how 
can we adapt it to intellectual conception ? Shall we say 
that this may be accomplished, by admitting that it is 
more transceiidentiy one than the monad and a point? \ 

For in these, indeed? the soul taking away magnitude and \ 

^ Instead of /cat n)j/ \pvxw OiXoi^rsQ in this place, it is i 

requisite to read sal r?)v ipvxn^* tlvai 
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tlie , multitude of number, ends in that wliicli is smallest, 
arid fixes itself in a certain tiling wliicii is indeed iiiipai't- 
ible, but wliicli was in a partible nature, and is in some- 
thing dilf erent from itself. But the one is neither in another 
thing, nor in that which is partible. hTor is it impartible 
in the same way as that which is smallest. For it is the 
greatest of all things, not in magnitude, but in power. So 
that it is without magnitude in power. For the iiatures 
also which are [immediately] posteiior to it, are impartible 
in powers, and not in hulk. The principle of all things 
likewise must be admitted to be infinite, not because he is 
magnitude or number which cannot be passed over, but 
because the power of him is incomprehensible.^ For when 
you conceive him to he intellect or God, he is more [excel- 
lent] than these. And again, when by the diarioetic power ^ 
'you equalize him with the one, or conceive him. to be God, 
hy recurring to that which is most united in your intellec- 
tual perception, he even transcends these appellations. 
For he is in himself, nor is any thing accidental to him. 
By that which is sufficient to itself also the unity of his 
nature may be demonstrated. For it is necessary that the 
principle of all things should be most sufficient both to 
other things, and to itself, and that it should also be most 
im-indigent. But every thing which is multitudinous and 
not one, is indigent ; since consisting of many things it is 
not one. Hence the essence of it requires to be <.)ne. But 
the one is not in want of itself. For it is the one. More- 
over, that which is many, is in wunt of as many things as 
it is. And each of the things that are in it, as it subsists 
in conjunction wuth others, and is not in itself, is indigent 
of other things ; and thus a thing of this kind exhibits in- 
digence, both according to parts and according to the whole. 

If, therefore, it is necessary there ^louid be something 


For Trepikwnp here, it is necessary to read <t7r^pt\i]iTTtp. 
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wliicli is most sufEcient to itself, it is necessary tliere 
should be the one, which alone is a thing of such a kind, 
as neither to be indigent with reference to itself, nor with 
reference to another tiling.^ For it does not seek after any 
tiling in order that it may be, nor in order that it ma}?' be 
ill an excellent condition, nor that it may be- there estab- 
lished. For being the cause of existence to other things, 
and not deriying that which it is from others, nor its happi- 
ness, what addition can be made to it external to itself P 
Hence its happiness, or the excellency of its condition, is 
not accidental to it. For it is itself [all that is sufficient to 
itself]. There is not likewise any place for it. For it is 
not in want of a foundation, as if it were not able to sus- 
tain itself. For that which is established in another thing 
is inanimate, and a falling mass, if it is without a foun ela- 
tion. But other things are established on acconnt of tlie 
one, through which also they at the same time subsist, and 
have the place in which they are arranged. That, however, 
which seeks after place is indigent. But the principle is 
not indigent of things posterior to itself. The principle, 
therefore, of all things is unindigent of all things. For 
that Vfhieh is indigent, is indigent in consequence of 
aspiring after its principle. But if ihe one was indigent 
of any thing it would certainly seek not to be the one ; so 


^ As, however, a thing cannot be said to be a principle or cause 
vdthont the subsistence of tiie things of which it is the principle or 
cause ; hence the one, so far as it is a principle or cause, will be 
indigent of the subsistence of these. “Indeed,” as Bamascius 
says, “ liow is it possible it should not be indigent so far as if is 
the one? Just as it is all other things which proceed from it. 
For the indigent also is something helonging to all things.” Hence 
tliere is something even beyond the one, wliich has no kind of 
indigence whatever, which is in every respect incapable of being 
apprehended, and aboul; which we must be perfectly silent. See 
the Introduction to my “ Plato,” and the additional note.s to the 
3rd Volume of it. 
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iiiat it would be indigent of its destroyer. Every thing, 
however, which is said to be indigent, is indigent of a good 
condition, and of that which preserves it. Hence to the 
one nothing is good, and, therefore, neither is the wash for 
any thing good to it. But it is su^er-good. And it is not 
good to itself, but to other things, which are able to partici- 
pate of it. Nor does one possess intelligence, lest it 
should also possess difference ; nor motion. For it is pjrior 
to motion, ajid prior to intelligence, For what is there 
which it will intellectually perceive? Shall we say itself? 
Prior to intellection, therefore, it will be ignorant, and will 
be in want of intelligence in order that it may Imow itself, 
though it is sufficient to itself. It does not follow, how- 
ever, that because the one does not know itself, and does 
not intellectually perceive itself, there will be ignorance in 
it. For ignorance takes place where there is diversity, and 
when one thing is ignorant of another. That, however, 
which is alone neither knows auy thing, nor has any thing 
of which it is ignorant. But being one, and associating 
with itself, it does not require the intellectual perception of 
itself ; since neither is it necessary, in order that you may 
preserve the one, to adapt to it an association with itself. 
But it is requisite to take away intellectual pei'ception, an 
association with itself, and the knowledge of itself, and of 


other things. For it is not proper to arrange it according 


to the act of perceiving intellectually, but rather according 
to intelligence. For intelligence does not perceive intellec- 
tually, but is the cause of intellectual perception to another 
thing. Cause, however, is not the same ^vith the thing 
caused. Bat the cause of all things is not any one of 
them. Hence neither must it be denominated that good 
which it imparts to others ; but it is after another manner 
the good, in a way transcending other^oods. 

M because it is none of these things, you 

become indefinite in your decision, in this ease establish 
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Toorself in tlxe above mentioned particnlars, and from these 
[ascend to] and hx joiirseif in God. But for this purj^ose 
yon must not extend the dianoetic power outwardly. For 
God is not in a certain place, so as to desert other things ; 
but wherever any thing is able to come into contact with 
him, there he is present. Hence, as in other things, it is 
not possible to perceive something intellectually, while 
niiderstanding and attending to another thing, but it is 
necessary not to introduce any thing else to the object of 
intellectual vision, in order that the perceiver may be the 
thing itself which is perceived ; — thus also here, it is not 
possible for the soul to perceive God, while it retains the 
impression of something else, and energizes according to 
that impression. Hor again, is it possible for the soul 
^ while occupied and detained by otber things to be im- 
pressed with the form of something contrary to thesn.^ 
But as it is said of matter, that it ought to be void of 
ail qualities, in order that it may receive the impressions 
of all things ; thus also, and in a much greater degree, it 
is necessary that the soul should become formless, in order 
that there maybe no impediment to its being filled and 
illuminated by the first principle of things. If, however, 
this be the ease, it is requisite that the soul, dismissing 
all externals, should be entirely converted to its inmost 
recesses, and should not be called to any thing external, 
but should be uninteliective of all things ; and prior to 
this indeed, in inclination, but then also it should be with- 
out the perception of forms. It is likewise necessary that 
the soul, being ignorant of herself, should dwell on the 
contemplation of God, and associating, and as it were 
sufficiently conversing with him, shonld announce, if 
possible, the conference which it there held to another; 
which Minos perhajjs having accomplished, was on this 
account said to be the familiar of Jupiter. Galling to 
mind also this conference, he established laws which were 
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^tlie images of it, being filed throiigli tbe contact witli 
divinity with materials for the institution of laws. Or 
may we not say that the soul, if she wishes to abide on 
high, will consider political concerns as niiworthy to be 
the subject of confei’ence wdth deity ? For this indeed 
will be the language of him who has seen mncli of divinity. 
For, as it is said, God is not external to any one, hut is 
present tvitli all tilings, fJiotigli they are ignorant that lie is 
so. For they fly from him, or rather from themselves. 
They are unable, therefore, to apprehend that from which 
they fiy. And having destroyed themselves, they are 
incapable of seeking after another. For neither will a 
child, when through insanity he becomes out of himself, 
recognize his fadher. But he who knows himself, will also 
know from wlience he was derived. 

YIII. If, therefore, a certain soul has known itself at 
another time, it will also know that its motion is not recti- 
linear, but that its natural motion is as it were in a circle 
about a eortain thing, not externally, but about a centre. 
The centre, howev^er, is that from wliieh the circle pro- 
ceeds ; and thereby. s;mh a soul will be moved about the 
source of its existence. It will also be suspended from 
this, eagerly urging itself towards that to which all souls 
ought to hasten. But the souls of the Grocls always tend 
thither ; and by tending to this they are Gods, For what- 
ever is conjoined to this is a God. But that wdiich is very 
distant from it, is a multitudinous man and a brute. Is, 
therefore, that in the soul which is as it were a centre, the 
object of investigation? Or is it necessary to think that 
it is something else, in which as it were all centres coneur ? 
This centre, however, and this circle are assumed ])y us 
according to analogy. For the soul is not a circle in the 
same way as a figure ; but because an ancient nature is in 
it and about it. And because the soul is suspended from 
a thing of this kind, and in a still grejiter degree when it 
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is wholly separated from the body. Now, however, since 
a. part of ns is detained by the body ; just as it* some one 
should have his feet in the watei% but with the rest of his 
body should be above it ; — thus also being elevated by 
that part which is not merged in body, we are conjoined 
to that which is as it were the centre of all things ; after 
the same manner as we fix the centres of the greatest 
circles in the centre of the sphere by which they are com- 
prehended. If, therefore, the circles were corporeal and 
not psychical, they would be conjoined to the centre 
locally, and the centre being situated in a certain place, 
the circles would revolve about it. Since, however, these 
souls are themselves intelligible, and this centre is above 
intellect, it must be admitted that this contact is effected 
by other powers than those by which an intellective nature 
is adapted to be conjoined to the object of intellectual per^^ 
ception. The contact, also, is greater than that by whicli 
intellect is present [with the intelligible] through simili- 
tude and sameness, and is conjoined with a kindred nature 
nothing intervening to separate the ■ cen junction. For 

bodies, indeed, are prevented fronn iymg united to each 
other ; but incorporeal natures are not separated from each 
other by bodies. ‘ Hence, one is not distant from the other 
by place, but by otherness and difference. When, there- 
fore, difference is not present, then the natures wdiich are 
not different are present with each other. The principle of 
all things, therefore, not having any difference, is always 
present; but we are present wdth it when we have no 
difference. And it indeed does not aspire after us, in 
order that it may be conversant with us ; but we aspire 
after it, in order that we may revolve about it. We 
indeed perpetually revolve about it, but we do not always 
behold it. As a band of singers, however, though it moves 
about the corypheeus, may be diverted to , the survey of 
something: foreign to the choir [and thus become dis- 
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I " cordaat], but wben it converts itself to bim, sings well, 
I and truly subsists about Mm tlius also we perpetually 

^ revoke about the principle of all tMngs, even when we 
are perfectly loosened from it, and have no longer a 
knowledge of it. Hor do we always look to it ; but wben 
we behold it, then we obtain the end of our wishes, and 
rest [from our search after felicity]. Then also we are 
no longer discordant, but form, a truly divine dance 
about it. 

IX. In this dance, however, the soul beholds the foun- 
tain of life, the fountain of intellect, the principle of beings 
the cause of good, and the root of soul. And these are 
not poured forth from this fountain, so as to produce in it 
any diminution. For it is not a corporeal mass ; since if 
it were, its progeny would be corruptible. But now they 
t^re pei'petual, because the principle of them abides with 
invariable sameness ; not being distiibuted into them, but 
remaining whole and entire. Hence, they likewise remain, 
just as if the sun being permanent, light also should be 
permanent. For 'we are not cut oil from this fountain, nor 
are we separated from it, though the nature of body in- 
tervening, draws us to itself. But ‘we are animated and 
preserved by an infusion from thence, tliis principle not 
imparting, and afterwards withdrawing itself from us j 
since it always supplies us wdth being, and always will as 
long as it co.iitmues to be that which it is. Or rather, we 
are what we are by verging to it. Our well-being also 
consists in this tendency. And to be distant iroiii it is 
nothing else than a diminution of existence. Here, like- 
wise, the soul rests, and becomes out of the reach of evils, 
running back to that place which is free from ill And 
here also, she energizes intellectually, is liberated from 
perturbations, and lives in reality. For the present life, 
and which is without Grod, is a vestige of life, and an 
imitation of that life which is real But the life iu the 
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intelligible world consists in tbe energy of intellect. 
Energy also generates Gods, tbroiigb a tranquil and quiet 
contact witli tbe principle of all things. It likewise 
generates beauty, justice, and Tirtue. For the soul being 
filled with deity, brings forth these. And this is both the 
beginning and end to the soul. It is the beginning indeed, 
because she originates from thence ; but it is the end, 
Ijecause the good is there, and because when the soul is 
situated there, she becomes what she was before. For the 
good which is here, and in sensible concerns, is a lapse, a 
flight, and a defiimon of the wings of the soul. But that the 
goud is there, is indicated by the love which is connascent 
with the soul; coniormablj to which Love is conjoined in 
marriage with souls, both in writings and in fables.^ For 
since the soul is difi'erent from God, but is derived from 
him, she necessarily loves him, and when she is there she 
has a celestial love ; but the love which she here possesses 
is common and vulgar. For in the intelligible world the 
celestial Venus reigns ; but here the popular Venus, ^ whO" 


See Ely traiislaiioii of the fable of Cupid and Psyche ; for to 
this fable Plotinus ‘now evidently alludes, 

- The celestial Venus, says Proclus (in Schol. MSS. in Craty- 
lum), is supermundane, leads upwards to intelligible beauty, is 
she supplier of an unpolluted life, and separates from generation. 
Put the \ onus that proceeds from Dione governs ail the co-ordina- 
tions in the celestial world and the earth, hinds them to each 
other, and perfects their generative progressions, through a kindred 
eonjunctioii. He likewise informs us, that this goddess proceeds 
from foam, according to Orpheus, as well as the more ancient [or 
celestial! Venus; and that both nroceed from .P’eiierativft nmvpra * 
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is as it were meretricious/ Every soul also is a Venus. 
And tliis the nativity of Venus, and Love who was born at 
the same time with her, obscurely signify." The soul, 
therefore, when in a condition conformable to nature, loves 
Grod, wishing to be united to him, being as it were the 
desire of a beautiful virgin to be conjoined with a beautiful 
Love. When, however, the soul descends into generation, 
then being as it were deceived by [spurious] nu]>tials, and 
associating herself with another and a mortal Love, she 
becomes petulant and insolent through being absent from 
her father. But when she again hates terrene wantonness 
and injustice, and becomes purified from the defilements 
which are here, and again returns to her father, then she 
is a,fiected in the most felicitous manner. And those in« 
deed who are ignorant of this afiection, may from terrene 
♦love form some conjecture of divine love, by considering 
flow great a felicity the possession of a most beloved object 
is conceived to be ; and also by considering that these 
earthly objects of love are mortal and noxious, tha.t the 
love of them is nothing more than the love of images, and 
that they lose their attractive power because they are not 
truly desirable, nor our real good, nor that which we in- 
vestigate. In the intelligible world, however, the true 
object of love is to be found, with which we may be con- 
joined, which we may participate, and truly possess, and 
which is not externally enveloped with fiesli. He hoioever 
who knows this, toill know what I say, and will be convinced 
that the soul has then another life. The soul also proceed- 
ing to, and having now arrived at the desired end, and 
participating of deity, will Icnow that the supplier of true 
life is then present. She will likewise tlien require nothing 
farther ; for on the contrary, it will be rt^Cjuisite to lay 




IBi 


^ Plotinus says this, looking to the ille,^itimate ]>articipatdons of 
his Venus by mankind. 

2 See the speech of Diotima in the ‘‘ Banquet of Plato.** 
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aside oilier things, to stop in this alone, and to become ^ 
this alone, amputating every thing else with which she is 
surrounded. Hence, it is necessary to hasten our departure 
from, lienee, and to be indignant that we are bound in one 
part of our nature, in order that with the whole of our 
[true] selves, we in ay fold ourselves about divinity, and 
have no part void of contact with him. When this takes 
place therefore, the soul will both see divinity and herself, 
as far as it is lawful for her to see him. And she will see 
herself indeed illuminated, and full of intelligible light; or 
rather, she will perceive herself to be a pure light, un- 
burthened, agile, and becoming to be a God, or rather 
being a God, and then shining forth as such to the view.^ 
But if she again becomes heavy, she then as it were 
wastes away. 

X. How does it happen, therefore, that the soul does noh"' 
abide there? Is it not because she has not yet wholly 
migrated from hence ? But she will then, when her vision 
of deity possesses an uninterrup.ted continuity, and she is 
no longer impeded or disturbed in her intuition by the 
body. That however which sees divinity, is not the thing 

^ Hence Aristotle in liis “ Politics ” also says, that he who sur- 
passes beyond all comparison the rest of his fellow-citizens in 
virtue, ought to be considered as a God among men. He also 
observes, that such a one is no longer a part of the city, that law 
is not for him, since he is a law to himself, and that it would be- 
ridiculous in any one to subject him to the laws. Let no one, 
liowever, who is not thus transcendently virtuous, fancy that law 
also is not for him ; for this fancy in such a one is not only idle, 
but if not suppressed may lead to sedition, and the destruction of 
himself and others. In short, the man Avho has not completely 
sulidued his passions, is so far from being above law, that, as 
,1 h'oclus well observes, ‘ ^ the universe uses him as a brute. ” Observe, 
too, that Avhen Plotinus calls the man who is able in this life to- 
see divinity a God, he means that he is a God only according to 
sbiiilitiulc ; for in this way, men transcendently wise and good are' 
called by Plato, Gods and divine. 
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" wliidi is disturbed, but something else ; wlieu that wliieb 
perceives iiim is at rest from tlie visioiu But it is not tlien 
at rest according to a scientific energy, whicb. consists 
in demonstrations, in credibilities, and a discursive process 
of tlie soul. For bere vision, and that wliieb sees,* are no 
longer reason, but greater than and prior to reason. And 
ill reason, indeed, they are as "that is, wbicb is perceived. 
He therefore wbo sees bimseif, ■will tben, when be sees, be- 
hold himself to be such a tiling as this, or rather be will be 
present with bimseif thus disposed, and becoming simple, 
will perceive bimseif to be a thing of this kind. Perhaps, 
however, neither must it be said that be sees, but that be 
is the thing seen ; if it is necessary to call these two tilings, 
i.e. the perceiver and the thing perceived. But both are 
one ; ^ though it is bold to assert this. Then, indeed, the 
•fKoul neither sees, nor distinguishes by seeing, nor imagines 
that there are two things ; but becomes as it were another 
thing, and not itself. Nor does that which pertains to 
itself contribute any thing there. But becoming wholly 
absorbed in deity, she is one, conjoining as it were centre 
with centre. For here concurring, they are one ; but they 
are then two when they are separate. For thus also we 
now denominate that which is another. Hence this spec- 
tacle is a thing difficult to explain by -words. For how" can 
.any one narrate that as something different from himself, 
which when he sees he does not behold as different, but as 
■one wdth himself ? 

XI. This, therefore, is manifested by the mandate of the 
mysteries, which orders that they shall not be divulged to 
those who are uninitiated. For as that which is divine 
‘Cannot be unfolded to the multitude, this mandate forbids 
the attempt to elucidate it to any one but him who is for- 
tunately able to perceive it, Since, therefore, [in this con- 

^ From the conclusion of this section, it is evident that instead 
of uXKa fiiq, in this place, we should read 
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junction with deity] there were not two things, bnt the 
perceiver was one with the thing perceived, as not being 
[properly speaking] vision but union; whoever becomes 
one by mingling with deity, and afterwards recollects this 
union, will have with himself an image of it. But he was 
also himself one, having with respect to himself no dif- 
ference, nor with respect to other things. For then there 
was not any thing excited with him who had ascended 
thither; neither anger, nor the desire of any thing else, 
nor reason, nor a certain intellectual perception, nor, in 
short, was even he himself moved, if it be requisite also to 
assert this ; but being as it were in an ecstasy, or energiz- 
ing enthusiastically, he became established in quiet and 
solitary union, not at all deviating from his own essence, 
nor revolving about himself, hut being entirely stable, and 
becoming as it were stability itself, hTeither was he theii 
excited by any thing beautiful; but running above the 
beautiful, he passed beyond even the choir of the virtues. 
Just as if some one having entered into the interior of the 
adytum should leave behind ail the statues in the temple, 
which on his departure from the adytum will first present 
themselves to his view, after the inward spectacle, and the 
association that was there, which was not with a statue or 
an image, but with the thing itself [which the images 
represent], and which necessarily become the second objects 
of his perception. Perhaps, however, this was not a spec- 
tacle, but there was another mode of vision, viz. ecstasy. 
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' ever, be has not entered, lie will conceive this adjtnm to he 
a certain invisible thing, and will have a hnowledge of the 
' fountain and principle, as the principle of things. But 
wdien situated there, he will see the prineijde, and will 
be conjoined with it, by a union of like with like, neglecting 
nothing divine wdiich the soul is able to possess. Prior to 
the vision also it requires that which reniains from the 
vision. But that which remains to him who jjasses beyond 
all things, is that wdiich is prior to all tilings. For the 
nature of the soul will never accede to that wdiich is 
entirely non-being. But proceeding indeed downwards 
it will fall into evil; and thus into non-being, yet not 
into that which is perfect nonentity. Running, ho"w- 
; ever, in a contrary direction, it will arrive not at another 

! thing, but at itself. And thus not being in another thing, ^ 

«fjit is not on that account in nothing, but is in itself. To he 
in itself alone, however , and not in being, is to he in God. 
For Grod also is something which is not essence, but beyond 
' essence. Hence the soul when in this condition associates 

with him. He, therefore, who perceives himself to asso- 
I eiate with G-od, will have himself the similitude of him. 

: And if he passes from himself as an image to the arche- 

tyjie, he will then have the end of his progression. But 
when he falls from the vision of God, if he again excites the 
virtue wdiich is in himself, and perceives himself to be per- 
fectly adorned ; he will again be elevated througli virtue, 

} proceeding to intellect and wisdom, and afterwards to the 

principle of all things. This, therefore, is the life of the 
Gods, and of divine and haj)py men, a liheration froM'^MU. 
ierrene concerns, a life unaccompanied with Imman pleastires, 
and ajliglit of the alone to the atoned 

’ From tliiri solitary sxthsisterice of thr one, the solitariie.'ss uf all 
other (Uviue natures is derived, and their ^nelVahle wiili 

themselves. Hence Plato in tlio “ Tiimeiis *’ says, that the 
Bemiurgus established heaven {?.o. the world) one, only, solitary 
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Datiire, able through virtue to converse with itself, indigei 
nothing external, and sufficiently known and friendly to its 
Proclus, in his Commentaries on this dialogue, admirably ; 
trates these words as follows : To comprehend the whole hie 
ness of the world in three appellations, is most appropriate to 
wliich subsists according to a triple cause, viz, the final, the ] 
digrnatxc, and the demiurgic. For of the appellations themse 
the first of them, viz. one, is assumed from the final cause ; ic 
one is the same with the good. But the second, viz. onl 
assumed from the paradigmatic cause. For the only -begotten 
only ness {yopomg) were, prior to the universe, in all-perfect ani 
And the third, viz. the solitary, is assumed from the demi’ 
cause. For the ability of using itself, and through itself ,govei 
the world, proceeds from the demiurgic goodness. The w 
therefore, is one, so far as it is united an<l is converted to the 
But it is only, so far as it participates of the intelligible, and 
prebends all things in itself. And it is solitary, so far as 
similar to its father, and is able to save itself. From tlie t 
however, it appea,rs that it is a God. For the one, the perfect 
the self-suffieient, are the elements of deity. Hence, the \ 
receiving these, is also itself a God ; being one indeed, accoi 
to hyparxis ; but alone, according to a perfection which deriw 
completion from all sensible natures ; and solitary through 1 
sufficient to itself. For those that lead a solitary life, being 
verted to themselves, have the hopes of salvation in thems€ 
And that this is the meaning of the term solitary, is evident 
the words, “able through virtue to converse with itself , ind 
of nothing external, and sufficiently known and friendly to it 
For in these words Plato clearly manifests wJfat the solitarin 
which he ascribes to the world, and that he denominates 
being solitary, wlio looks to himself, to that with which 
furnished, and to his own proper measure. For those that 1; 
solitary places, are the saviom-s of themselves, so far as res 
human cause.s. The uni-\'er.se, therefore, is likewise aftei 
manner solitary, as being sufficient to itself, and preserving i 
n(»t throngb a diminution but from an exuberance of powei 
self-sufiiciency is here indicated ; and as he says, through v 
Fur he alone among partial animals [such as we are] whopos: 
virtue, is able to associate with, and love himself with a pai 
arieetion. But the tleiom man looking to Ms imeard basen 
■indignant icith himself and icith hk own essence, is astonishet 
externals, ami -pursues an association icith others, in conser 


^ojlm inaUlity to hchold himself. On the contrary, the icorthy man 
'perceiring himself beautiful, rejoices and is delighted, and pro- 
diieing in himself beautiful conceptions, gladly embraces an asso- 
elation with himself For we are naturally domesticated to tlie 
lieautiM, but hastily withdraw ourselves from deformity. Hence, 
if the world possesses virtue adapted to itself, in its intellectual 
and psychical essence, and in the perfection of its animal nature, 
looking to itself, it loves itself, and is present with, and sufficient 
to itself^ 
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wiiieli pertain to tlie soul, introducing itself to natures superior 
to itself, not only gnosticaliy, as some one may be induced to 
^ think from the name, but also orectically : for it hastens to 
become, as it were, intellect instead of soul ; and intellect pos- 
sesses both desire and knowledge. These virtues are the con- 
verse of the political : for as the latter energize about things 
subordinate according to reason, so the former about things more 
excellent according to intellect. These virtues Plato delivers in 
the ‘‘ TheaitetLis.” 

According to Plotinus, there is also another gradation of the 
virtues besides these, viz, the paradigmatic. For, as our eye, 
wlien it is first illuminated by the solar light, is different from 
that which illuminates, as being illuminated, but afterwards is in 
a certain respect united and conjoined with it, and becomes as it 
were solar-form ; so also our soul at first indeed is illuminated 
by intellect, and energizes according to the theoretic vntues, but 
afterwards becomes, as it were, that which is illuminated, and 
energizes uniformly according to the paradigmatic virtues. And 
it the business indeed of philosophy to make us intellect ; but 
of theurgy to unite us to inteliigibles, so that we may energize 
paradigmaticaliy. And as when possessing the physical virtues, 
we know mundane bodies (for the subjects to virtues of this kind 
are bodies) ; so from possessing the ethical virtues, we know the 
fate of the universe, because fate is conversant with irrational 
lives. For the rational soul is not under fate; and the ethical 
virtues are irrational, because they pertain to the irrational part. 
According to the political virtues we kno'w mundane affairs, and 
according to the cathartic s uper- mundane ; but as possessing the 
theoretic we know intellectual, and from the paradigmatic intel- 
ligible natures. Temperance also pertains to the ethical virtues ; 
justice to the political, on account of compacts ; fortitude to the 
cathartic, through not verging to matter : and prudence to the 
theoretic. Observe too, tliat Plato in the “ Pliaxlo ” culls the 
phjsical virtues servile, because they may subsist in servile souls ; 
but he calls the ethical (TKioypcKpicu adiwihf'aliom^ because their 
possessors only know that the energies of such virtues are right, 
but do not know tahy the)' are so. Jt is well observed ivH> here, by 
Olympiodorus, that Plato calls the cathartic and theoretic virtues, 
those whicii are in reality true vmtiies. 11^ also separates them 
in another way, viz. that the pplitical arc not teles tic, i.e. do not 
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pertain to mystic ceremonies, but that tbe cathartic and theoretic 
are telestic. Hence, Olympiodorus adds, the cathartic virtues 
are denominated from the purification which is used in the^ 
mysteries; but the theoretic from perceiving things divine. On 
this account he accords with the Orphic verses, that 

The soul that uninitiated dies, 

Plung’d in the blackest mire in Hades lies. 

For initiation is the divinely-inspired energy of the virtues. 
Olympiodorus also further observes, that by the tbyrsiis*bearers, 
Plato means those that energize according to the political virtues, 
but by the Bacchuses those that exercise the cathartic virtues. 
For we ai'e bound in matter as Titans, through the great parti- 
bility of our nature ; but we rise from the dark mire as Bacchuses. 
Hence we become more prophetic at the time of death: and 
Bacchus is the inspective guardian of death, because he is like- 
wise of every thing pertaining to the Bacchic sacred rites. 

All the virtues likewise exhibit their proper characters, the^e 
being every where common, but subsisting appropriately in each. 
For the characteristic property of fortitude is the not declining 
to things subordinate; of temperance, a conversion from an 
inferior nature ; of justice, a proper energy, and which is adapted 
to being; and of prudence, the election and selection of things 
good and evil. Olympiodorus farther observes, that all the 
virtues ,ar.e in the Gods. For many Gods, says he, are adorned 
with their appellations; and all goodness originates from the 
Gods. Likewise, prior to things which sometimes participate 
the virtues, as is our case, it is necessary there should be natures 
which always participate them. In what order, therefore, do the 
virtues first appear ? Shall we say in the psychical ? For virtue 
is the perfection of the soul; and election and pre-election are 
tbe energies and projections of the soul. Hence the Chaldsear 
oracles conjoin fontal virtue with fontal soul, or in other words 
with soul subsisting according to cause. But may it not also hi 
said, that the virtues naturally wish to give an orderly arrange' 
meat to that which is disordered? If this be admitted, they wil 
originate from the demiurgic order. How then will they 
cailiju'tic there? May we not say, Olympiodorus adds, tha 
through the cathartic virtues considered according to their casuti 
sul.-sistcncc in Jupiter the demiurgus, he is enabled to abide i' 
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ht?! accastomed mode, as Plato sajs in the “Timteus”? Ana 
fiirtiier still, according to ancient theologistSj he ascends to the 
•'tower of Saturn, who is a pure intellect. 

As this distribution of the virtues, however, is at present no 
less novel than important, the following discussion of them from 
the ’A(j>opfjLal irpoQ tu vor}Ta, or Auxiliaries to Intelligibles, 
of Porphyry, is added both for the sake of the pbiiosophic reader, 
and l^ecause it elucidates what is said by Plotinns on this subject. 
The substance of it is indeed evidently derived from Plotinus. 

'‘There is one kind of virtues pertaining to the poliiical 
character, and another to the man who tends to contemplation, 
and on this account is called theoretic, and is now a beholder. 
And there are also other virtues pertaining to intellect, so far as 
it is intellect, and separate from soul. The virtues indeed of 
the political character, and which consist in the moderation of 
the passions, are characterised by following and being obedient 
to the reasoning about that which is becoming in actions. Hence, 
hiii^king to an innoxious converse with neighbours, they are 
denominated, from the aggi*egation of fellowship, political. And 
prudence indeed subsists about the reasoning part; fortitude 
about the irascible part; temperance, in the consent and 
symphony of the epithymetic with the reasoning part; and 
justice in each of these performing its proper employment with 
respect to governing and being governed. But the virtues of 
him who proceeds to the contemplative life, consist in a depar- 
ture from teri’cstrial concerns. Hence also, they are called 
purifications, being surveyed in the refraining from corporeal 
actions, and avoiding sympathies with the body. For these are 
the virtues of tlie soul elevating itself to true being. The poli- 
tical virtues, therefore, adorn the mortal man, and are the fore- 
runners of purifications. For it is necessary that he who is 
adorned by these, should abstain from doing any thing prece- 
daueously in conjunction with body. Hence in purifications, not 
to opine wdfch body, but to energize alone, gives subsistence to 
prudence ; which derives its perfection through energizing intel- 
lect ually with }.>urity. But not to be similaiiy passive with the 
body, constitutes temperance. Hot to fear a departure from 
body as into something void, and nonentity^ gives subsistence to 
fortitude. But when reason and intellect are the leaders, and 
there is no resistance [from the irrational part], justice Is pro- 
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duecd. The disposition therefore, according, to the political 
virtues, is surveyed in the moderation of the passions ; having ^ 
for its end to live as man conformable to nature. But the dis- 
position according to the theoretic virtues, is beheld in apathy ; ^ 
the end of which is a similitude to God. 

“ Since, however, of purilication one kiiid consists in purifying, 
but another pertains to those that are purified, the cathartic 
virtues are surveyed according to both these significations of 
purification; for they purify the soul, and are present with 
purification. For the end of purification is to become pure. 
But since purification, and the being purified, are an ablation of 
every thing foreign, the good resulting from them will be different 
from that which purifies ; so that if that which is purified was 
good prior to the impurity with which it is defiled, purification is 
sufficient. That, however, which remains after purification, is 
good, and not purification. The nature of the soul also was not 
good, but is that which is able to partake of good, and is boniform. 
For if this were not the case, it would not have become situalJbd 
in evil. The good, therefore, of the soul consists in being united 
to its generator; but its evil, in an association with things 
subordinate to itself, Its evil also is twofold ; the one arising 
from an association with terrestrial natures ; but the other from 
doing this with an excess of the passions. Hence ail the political 
virtues, which liberate the soul from one evil, may be denominated 
virtues, and are honourable. But the cathartic are more honour- 
able, and liberate it from evil, so far as it is soul. It is neces- 
sary, therefore, that the soul when purified should associate with 
its generator. Hence the virtue of it after its conversion consists 
in a scientific knowledge of [true] being ; but this will not be 
the case unless conversion precedes. 

‘‘ There is therefore another genus of virtues after the cathartic 
and political, and which are the virtues of the soul energizing 
intellectually. And here, indeed, wisdom and prudence consist 
in the contemplation of those things which intellect possesses. 
But justice consists in performing what is appropriate in a con- 
formity to, and energizing according to intellect. Temperance 
is an inward conversion of the soul to intellect. And fortitude 

* This philosophic apathy is not, as is stupidly supposed by most of 
the present day, insensibility, but a perfect subjugation of the passions 
to. reason.', , • 
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I is a[)atl 2 y ; according to a similitude of dial to wbicli tlie soul 

^looksj and which is naturally impassive. These virtues also, in 
the same manner as the others, alternately follow each other, 
j “ The fourth species of the virtues, is that of the paradigms 

'i suhsisting in intellect; which are more excellent than the 
j psychical virtues, and exist as the paradigms of these ; the virtues 

I of the soul being the similitudes of them. And intellect indeed 

} is that in which all things subsist at once as paradigms. Here, 

I therefore, prudence is science ; but intcilect that knows [all 

i things] is wdsdom. Temperanee is that which is converted to 

I itself. The proper work of intellect, is the performance of its 

i appropriate duty [and this is justice ^]. But fortitude is sameness, 

t and the abiding with purity in itself, through an abundance of 

I powder. There are therefore four genera of virtues; of which, 

[ indeed, some pertain to intellect, concur with the essence of it, 

I and are paradigmatic. Others pertain to soul now looking- to 

1 iiij;ellect, and being filled from it. Others belong to the soul of f; 

j ma*i, purhying itself, and becoming purified from the body, and 

the irrational passions. And others are the virtues of the soul 
of man, adorning the man, through giving measure and bound to 
the irrational nature, and producing moderation in the passions 
And he, indeed, who has the greater virtues has also necessarily 
the less; but the contrary is not true, that he who has the less 
has also the greater virtues. Nor will he who possesses the 
^reatei’, energize precedaneously according to the less, but only 
30 far as the necessities of the mortal nature require. The scope 
[ f dso of the virtues, is, as we have said, generieally different in tlm 

f different virtues. For the scope of the political virtues, is to 

j ' give measure to the passions in their practical energies according 

I ji to nature. But the scope of the cathartic virtues, is entirely to 

! obliterate the remembrance of the passions. And the scope of 

i tlie rest subsists analogously to what has been before said. 

Hence, he who energizes according to the practical virtues, 

I is a worthy man ; but he who energizes according to the 

; ' cathartic virtues, is a dmmonkiml man^ or is also a good dmmmu 

f> He who energizes according to the intellectual \irtues alone, is 

1 1: a God, But he who energizes according to the ])aradigmatic 

I 'i virtues, is the father of the Godti. We, therefore, ought especially 


^ The words mt dtKamavvt} are , omitted in the original. But it is 
evident from Tlotirms, that^tliey ought to be inserted. 
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to pay attention to tlie catiiartic Tirtiies, since we may obtain 
tliese in the present life. But tliroiigli these, the asc 
more honourable virtues. Hence it is requisite 
what degree purification may be extended, 
tion from body, and from the passive motion 
part. But how this may be efiected, and to 
■■noW'be''S:aid.:'" , . 

‘‘ In tlie first place, indeed, it is necessary 
to acquire tins purification, should, as the 
it, know himself to be a soul bound in a 
different essence. In the second place, as 
from this foundation, he should collect himsel 
and as it were from different places, so as to 
manner perfectly impassive with respect to the 
who energizes uninterruptedly according to sei 
may not do this with an adhering affection, 
resulting from pleasure, yet at the same 
dissipated about the body, in consequence of b< 
sense ^ in contact with it. But we are 
or pains of sensibles, in conjunction wdth a p 
converging sympathy ; from which 
be purified. This^ however^ will he effected 
pleasures, a7id the sensations of them, merely 
liheration from pain, in order that [the rational 
imj>eded [in its enei'gies"]. Pain also must be 
if this is not possible, it must be mildly diminis 
be diminished, if the soul is not copassive wi 
wise, must as much as possible be taken away 
means be premeditated. But if it cannot be 
deliberate choice must not be mingled with 
meditated motion must be the impulse of 
Thai however which is unpremeditated is imheci 
fear, likewise, must be expelled. For he 
purification, will fear nothing. Here, howevei 
place, it will be unpremeditated. Anger there 
be used for the purpose of admonition, l^ut 1 
thing base must be exterminated. Such a 
is a cathartic phik)sopher, will not desire 


Instead of mr’ avrijr here it is necessary to 
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Neither must there be the unpremeditated in natural venerea! 
connexions ; but if this should take place^ it must be only as fa?" 
^as to that precipitate imagination which energizes in sleep. In 
sliortj the intellectual soul itself of the purified man, must be 
liberated from all these [corporeal propensities]. He must like- 
wise endeavour that what is moved to the uTational nature of 
corporeal passions, may be moved without syinj-jathy, and without 
animadversion ; so that the motions themselves may be imrae- 
dialely dissolved, through their vicinity to the reasoning power. 
This, however, will not take place while the purification is pro- 
ceeding to its perfection; but wilh happen to those in whom 
reason rules without opposition. Hence in these, the inferior 
part will so venerate reason, that it will be indignant if it is at 
all moved, in consequence of not being quiet when its master is 
present, and will I’eprove itself for its imbecility. These, however, 
are yet only moderations of the passions, but at length terminate 
in apathy. For when co-passivity is entirely exterminated, then 
aj^sSthy is present with him who is purified from it. For passion 
becomes moved, when’reason imparts excitation, through verging 
[to the irrational nature].” 

Page II. 27ie endeavour is not to be without sin, htt to he a 
God, That is, to be a God according to a similitude to divinity 
itself. For through this similitude, good men are also called by 
Plato Gods. Hence, too, Empedocles says of himself, 

Xecipir tyw o’ vfLfiiv, 9ebg dfifSpoTog tn BiojraQ, 

“ Farewell, no mortal, but a God a.m I.” 


From this magnificent conception of human nature by the 
Pythagoreans and Plato, considered according to its true con- 
dition, the lofty language of the Stoics about their wise man was 
doubtless derived. For they assert of him that he possesses 
continual hilarity, and sublime joy ; that he is blessed even in 
torments ; that he is without perturbation, because he is stable 
and remote from error ; that he does not opine, because he does 
not assent to anything false ; that nothing happens to him con- 
trary to his expectation ] and that he is sufficient to himself, or 
is contented with himself alone, so far JVi pertains to living 
blessedly, and not to merely living ; for to the latter many things 
are necessary, but to the former nothing is requisite but a sane 



4iid erect mind wliicli looks down upon fortune with, contempt! 
They farther add, that all things are the property of the wise 
man, and that he alone is to be considered rich, because he uses all 
things ill the way which they ought to be used, and 
alone possesses the virtues, which are more precio 
treasures. That he alone is free, but that all bad men are 
for he neither fears any thing, nor does any thing cause him 
grieve, nor is he subservient to any subordinate 
he alone is a king ; for he governs both himself, and 
Hence Seneca, Are you willing to have great honour, I 
give you a great empire : obtain dominion over yourself,’’' And 
lastly they add, that the wise man is obnoxious to no injury. 
For, as Seneca says in his treatise “ De Constantia Sapientis,” 

“ Fortune takes away nothing except that which she gave ; but 
she does not give virtue, and therefore does not take it away 
Virtue is free, inviolable, unmoved, unshaken, and so hardened 
against casualties, that she cannot even be made to incline, much 
less can she be vanquished. Hence the wise man loses nothiicg 
of which he will perceive the loss ; for he is in the possession 
virtue, from which he can never be driven, and he uses every 
thing else as something diiferent from his proper good. If, there- 
fore, an injury cannot hurt any of those things which are the 
property of a wise man, because they are safe through virtue, an 
injury cannot be done to a wise man.” And afterwards, speaking 
of Stilpo the philosopher, who on being asked by Demetrius 
wliether he had lost any thing by the capture of Megara, 
ansivered that he had lost nothing ; for, said he, all that is mine 
is with me ; and yet his patrimony was a part of the plunder, and 
the enemy had ravished his daughters, and conquered his country 
speaking of this very extraordinary man, he observes as follows, 
Btilpo shook off victory from the conqueror, and testified that 
though the city was taken, he himself was not only unconquered, 
but without loss ; for he had with him true goods, upon which 
hand can be laid. Whatever may be dissipated and plundered, 
he did not consider as his own, but as a thing adventitious, and 
which follows the nod of fortune, and hence he did not love it 
his proper good. It must therefore be admitted that this perfect 
man, who was full *^.>f human and divine virtues, lost nothing. 
His i^oods were begirt with solid and insurmountable fortifica- 
tions. You must not compare with these the wails of 
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Alexander entered; nor the walls of Carthage cr 
mantia, which were captured by one hand ; nor tlie Capitol, or 
' the citadel ; for these possess an liostile vestige. But the walla 
which defend the wise man are safe from dames and incursion ; 
they afford no entrance, are unconquerable, and so lofty that they 
reach even to the Gods.” Agreeably to this, a,lsfL the great 
Socrates said with a magnanimity which has seldom been equSled 
and never surpassed,^ J/ic' S^^Ai^vroc iced MiXiroc a^oicruycu fih 
cisvavrai, oh ^uyarrai. Anytiis and ^relitns mav 

indeed put me to death, but they cannot injure me.” 

These magnificent conceptions, and this eleyatcd language 
arising from the cultivation of true virtue and wisdom, were no 
longer to be found when the hand of barbaric despotism abolished 
the schools of the philosophers. For then, as a necessary conse- 
quence, a night of ignorance succeeded, wliicli is without a 
parallel in the history of any period; and Philosophy, accom- 
panied by all the great virtues, retired from the Cimmerian 
dp'kness mto^ the splendid and dignified solitude in which the 
Genius of antiquity resides. 

Page 14. Dialectic. For the sake of the truly philosophic 
reader who may not have my translation of Plato in his posses- 
sion, the following additional observations on that master science 
dialectic, are extracted from the 3rd volume of that translation’ 
and principally from the notes on the Parmenides. 

The method of reasoning employed by the dialectic of Plato, 
was invented by the Eleatic Zeno the disciple of Parmenides’ 
and is as follows : Two hypotheses being laid down, viz. if a 
thing is, and ?/ it is not, each of these may be tripled, by 
considering in each what happens, what does '’not happen, \vhai 
happens and at the same time does not happen; so that six cases 
will be the result. But since, if a thing is, we may consider 
itself either with respect to itself, or itself with respect to others ; 
or we may consider others thernselres with respect to themselves’ 
or others with respect to that thing itself, and so likewise if a 
thing is not hence the whole of this process will consist of eioht 
triads, which are the following. I, If a thing is, what happen 
to Itself with respect to itself, what does not happen, what 
happens and at the same time does not happen. 2, If a thino- 
what happens to itself with respect to others, what does^iot 
happen, what happens and at the same time does not happen 
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S. 2J a tiling iV, what hapj^ens to others with respect to them- 
selves, what does not happen, what happens and at the same 
time does not happen. A. If a thing is^ what happens to others 
with respect to that thing, what does not happen, what happens 
and at the same time does not happen. And the other- four, 
which are founded on the hypothesis that a thing is not^ are to be 
difetiibuted in exactly the same manner as those we have just 
enumerated. Such (says Proclus in MS. ‘‘Commen. in Par- 
menid.”)is the whole form of the dialectic method, which is both 
mtcllectna] and scientific: and under which those four powers 
i\\% dejimiive and divisive^ the demonstrative and analytic^ receive 
their consummate perfection. 

The “Parmenides” of Plato gives a specimen of this method 
logically and synoptically ; comprehending in eight the above- 
mentioned four and twenty modes. Plato also adds, that the 
cud of this exercise is the perception of truth. “ We must not, 
» therefore,” says Proclus, “consider him as simply speaking of 
scientific truth, but of that which is intelligible, or which, in 
other words, subsists according to a superessential characteristic. 
For the whole of our life is an exercise to the vision of this ; 
and the wandering through dialectic hastens to that as its port'. 
Hence Plato in a wonderful manner uses the word dto^peaOat, to 
look through : for souls obtain the vision of intelligibles throuo'h 
many media.” ® 

That the dialectic method, however, may become conspicuous 
to the reader, the two following specimens of it are subjoined 
from the above-mentioned admirable Commentary of Proclus. 
The first of these is an investigation of the four and twenty 
modes in providence. If then providence is, there will follow to 
itself with respect to itself, the beneficent, the infinitely powerful, 
the efficacious j but there will not follow, the subversion of itself, 
the privation of counsel, the unwilling. That which follows and 
does not follow is, that it is one and not one. There will follow 
to itself with respect to other things, to govern them, to preserve 
every thing, to possess the beginning and the end of all things, 
and to^ bound the whole of sensibles. That which does not 
follow is, to injure the objects of its providential care, to supply 
that which is contrary to^expectation, to be the cause of disorder. 
There will follo^v and not follow, the being pi’esent to all things, 
and an exemption from them j the knowii^, and not knowing 
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tliem. For it knows them in a different manner, and not with I 

powers co-ordinate to the things known. There will follow to < 

other things with respect to themselves, to suffer nothing casually 
from each other, and that nothing will be [ideally] injured by any 
thing. There will not follow, that any thing pertaining to them 
will be from fortune, and the ])emg unco-ordinated wdth each 
other. There will follow and not follow, that all things are good ; 
for this will partly pertain to them, and partly not. To other 
things with respect to it there will follow, to be suspended from 
it, on all sides to be guarded and benefited by it. There will 
not follow, an opposition to it, and the possibility of escaping it. 

For there is nothing so small that it can be concealed from it, 
nor so elevated that it cannot be vanquished by it. There will 
follow and not follow, that every thing will participate of provi- 
dence, For in one respect they partake of it, and in another 
not of it, but of the goods which are imparted to every thing 
from it. # 

But let providence not have a subsistence, again there will 
follow to itself with respect to itself the imperfect, the unprolifie, 
the inefficacious, a subsistence for itself alone. There will not 
follow, the unenvying, the transcendently full, the sufficient, the 
assiduous. There will follow, and not follow, the iinsolicitous, 
and the undisturbed. For in one respect these will be present with 
that which does not providentially energize, and in another respect 
will not, in consequence of secondary natures not being goverzied 
by it. But it is evident that there will follow to itself with respect 
to other things, the unmingled, the privation of eommimion with all 
things, the not knowing any thing. There will not follow, the 
assimilating other things to itself, and the imparting to all things 
the good that is fit. There will follow and not follow, the being 
desirable to other things ; for this in a certain respect is possible 
and not possible. For if it should be said, that through a tran- 
scendency exempt from all things, it does not providentially 
energize, nothing hinders but that it may be an object of desire - 
to all secondary natures ^ but yet, considered as deprived of this 
power, it will not be desirable. To other things with respect to 
themselves there will follow, the unadorned, the casual, the in- 
definite in passivity, the reception of many things adventitious in 
their nature, the being canned in a confused an<l disordered 
^ manner. There will not follow, an allotment with respect to one 
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tiling, a distribution according to desert, and a subsistence ac- 
cording to intellect. There will follow and not follow, the being 
good. For so far as they are beings, they must necessarily be 
good ; and yet, providence not having a subsistence, it cannot be 
said whence they possess good. But to other things with respect 
to providence there will follow, the not being passive to it, and 
the being imco-ordinated mth respect to it. There whl not 
tollow, tlie being measured and bounded by it. There will follow 
and not follow, the being ignorant of it. For it is necessary they 
should know that it is not, if it is not ; and it is also necessary 
they should not know it; for there is nothing common to them 
with respect to providence. 

In the next place, let it be proposed to consider the conse- 
(|iiences of admitting or denying the perpetual existence of soul. 

If then soul always is, the consequences to itself with respect 
to itself, are, the self^motive, the self- vital, and the self-subsistent. 
put the things which do not follow to itself with respect to itself, 
are, the destruction of itself, the being perfectly ignorant, and 
knowing nothing of itself. The consequences which follow and 
do not follow are, the impartible and the partible (for in a certain 
respect it is partible, and in a certain respect impartible), per- 
petuity and non-perpetuity of being. For so far as it communi- 
cates with intellect, it is eternal; but so far as it verges to a 
corporeal nature, it is mutable. 

Again, if soul is, the consequences to itself with respect to 
otlier things, Le* bodies, are communication of motion, the con- 
necting of bodies, as long as it is present with them, together with 
dominion over bodies, according to nature. That which does not 
follow, is to move externally. For it is the property of animated 
bodies to be moved inwardly ; and to be the cause of rest and 
immutability to bodies. The consequences which follow and do 
not follow are to be present with bodies, and yet to be present 
separate from them. For soul is present with them,, by its pro- 
vidential energies, but is exempt from them by its essence, 
because this is incorporeal. And this is the first hexad. 

The second hexad is as follows : If soul is, the consequence to 
other tiling.?, Ae. bodies, with respect to themselves, is sympathy; 
for according to a vlvifi® cause, bodies sympathize with each 
other. But that which does not follow, is the non-sensitive. For 
in consequence of there being such a thing as soul, all things 
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must- necessarily, be sensitive; some tilings peculiarly so, and 
others as parts of the whole. The consequences which follow 
and do not follow to bodies with respect to themselves are that 
in a certain respect they move themselves, through beinw ani- 
mated, and in a certain respect do not move tlicrriselvey ; for 
tlierc are many modes of self-motion. 

Again, if soul is, the consequences to Ixtclies with respect to 
soul, are, to be moved internally and vivified by soul to be pre» 
served and connected throxigh it, and to be entirely suspended 
from it. The consequences which do not follow arc, to be dissi- 
pated by soul, and to be filled from it with a privation of life ; for 
bodies receive from soul, life and connection. The consequences 
which follow and do not follow are, that bodies participate, and 
do not participate of soul. For so far as soul is present with, 
bodies, so far they may be said to participate of soul ; but s(j far 
as it is separate from tbem, so far they do not participate of soul. 
And this fox ms the second hexad. r 

The third hexud is as follows i It soul is not, the consequences 
to itself with respect to itself are, the non- vital, the unessential, 
and the non-intellectnal ; for not having any subsistence, it has 
neither essence,^ nor life, nor intellect. The consequences which 
do not follow are, the ability to preserve itself, to give subsistence 
to, and be motive of itself, with every thing else of this kind. 
The consequences which follow and do not follow are, the 
unknown and the in’ational. For not having a subsistence, it is 
in a certain respect unknown and irrational with respect to itself, 
as neither reasoning nor having any knowledge of itself; but in 
another respect, it is neither irrational nor unknown, if it is con- 
sidered as a certain nature, which is not rational, nor endued with 
knowledge. 

Again, if soul is not, the consequences which follo’w to itself 
with respect to bodies are, to be unprolific of them, to be un- 
mingled with, and to employ no providential energies about them. 
The consequences which do not follow are, to nsove, vivify, and 
connect bodies. The consequences which follow and do not 
follow are, that it is different from bodies, and that it does not 

^ Zfl. Not being soul, it has not the essence of sou! ; but this does not 
prevent it from being something else. For the hypothesis is, if Sind 
is not, which is equivalent to the assertion that if a thing is not soul it 
is something 'else. 
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indeed a being, but unconnected with soul. For thus it is 
different from bodies, since these are perpetually connected 
with soiil : and again, it is not different from bodies, so far 
as it has no subsistence, and is not. And this forms the third 
hexad. 

In the fourth place then, if soul is not, the consequences to 
bodies with respect to themselves are, the immovable, privation 
of difference according to life, and the privation of sympathy 
with each other. The consequences which do not follow^ are, a 
sensible knowledge of each other, and to be moved from them- 
selves. That which follows and does not follow is, to be passive 
to each other. For in one respect they would be passive, and in 
another not; since they would be alone corporeally and not 
vitally passive. 

j Again, if soul is not, the consequences to other things with 
respect to it are, not to be taken care of, not to be moved by 
soul. The consequences which do not follow are, to be vivified 
and connected by soul. The consequences which follow and do 
iiot follow are, to be assimilated and not assimilated to soul. 
For so far as soul having no subsistence, neither will bodies sub- 
sist, so far they will be assimilated to soul ; for they will suffer 
fche same with it ; but so far as it is impossible for that which is 
not to be similar to any thing, so far bodies will have no simili- 
tude to soul. And this forms the fourth and last hexad. 

Hence we conclude, that soul is the cause of life, sympathy 
and motion to bodies ; and in short, of their being and preserva- 
tion. For soul subsisting, these are at the same time intro- 
duced : but not subsisting, they are at the same time taken 
■ ..away.:-, ^ 

F. 1;22. Illote. Hence there is something even beyond the one. 
— The most sublime of the arcane dogmas of the Platonic 
Theology is this, that the ineffable principle of things is some 
thing even beyond the one, as is demonstrated by Proclus in his 
second book “ On the Theology of Plato,” and particularly by 
Damascius in his MS. treatise ittpl Itp'yStv, ‘‘On Principles.” 
See my translation of the former of these *works, and of an 
extract from the latter in the Additional Hotes at the end of the 
third Volume of my Plato, and in my “Dissertation on the 
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PluTosopbj of Aristotle.” From this extract, the following 
observations are selected. ‘‘ The one is not the one as that whicii 
is smallest, but it is the one as all things. For by its own sim- 
plicity it accedes to all things, and makes all things to be one. 
Hence all things proceed from it, because it is itself all things 
prior to all. And as that .which has an united subsistence is 
prior to things which are separated from each other, so the one is 
mm^ pidor to the many. All things, therefore, are from the one, 
and with reference to the one, as wo are accustomed to say. If 
then according to a more usual manner of speaking, we call 
things which consist in multitude and separation all things, we 
must admit that the united, and. in a still greater degree the one, 
are the principles of these. But if we consider these two as all 
things, and assume them in conjunction with all other things, 
according to habitude and co-ordination with them, we must then 
investigate another principle prior to all things, which it is no 
longer proper to consider in any way as all things, nor to co> 
arrange with its progeny. For if some one should say that the one, 
though it is all things which have in any respect a subsistence, 
yet is one prior to things, and is more one than all things; 
since it is one by itself, but all things as the cause of all, and 
according to a co-ordination with all things ; — if this should be 
said, the will thus be doubled, and we ourselves shall become 
doubled, and multiplied about its simplicity. For, by being the 
one it is all things after the most simple manner. At the same 
time also, though this should be said, it is necessary that tlie 
principle of all things should be exempt from all things, and con- 
sequently that it shonld be exempt from the most simple allness, 
and from a simplicity absorbing all things, such as is that of the 
one. Our soul, therefore, prophesies that the principle which is 
beyond all things that can in any respect be conceived, is unco- 
ordinated with all things. Neither, therefore, must it be (‘ailed 
principle nor cause, nor that which is first nor prior to a, 11 tlungs, 
nor beyond all things. By no means, tlierefore, must we cele- 
brate it as ail things, nor, in short, is it to be celebrated, or 
recalled into memory. We may also add, that the one is tlie 
summit of the many, as the cause of the things proceeding from 
it : and that we ferm a conception o$ the one according to a. 
purified suspicion extended to that which is most simple and 
most comprehensive. But that which is most venerable must 
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necessarily be incomprehensible by ail conceptions and sus- 
picions ; since also in other things, that which always soars 
beyond onr conceptions is more honourable than that which 
is more obvious; so that what flies from all our suspicions 
will be most honourable. But if this be the case, it is 
nothing. Let however nothing be twofold, one better than 
tho. one^ the other posterior to sensibles. If also we strive 
in vain in asserting these things, striving in vain is likewise 
twofold ; the one falling into the ineffable, the other into that 
which in no respect whatever has any subsistence. For the 
latter also is ineffable, as Plato says, yet according to the worse, 
but the former according to the better. If, too, we search for a 
certain advantage arising from it, this is the most necessary 
advantage of all others, tliat all things proceed as from an 
adytum, from the ineffable, and in an ineffable manner. For 
neither do they proceed as the one produces the many, nor as the 
united things separated, but as the ineffable similarly produces all 
things meffahhj. But if in asserting these things concerning it, 
that it is ineffable, that it is no one of ail things, that it is incom- 
prehensible, we subvert what we say, it is proper to know that 
tliese are the names and woixls of our parturitions, daring 
anxiously to explore it, and which, standing in the vestibules o"f 
the adytum, announce indeed nothing pertaining to the ineffable, 
but signify the manner in which we are affected about it, our 
doubts and disa])pointments ; nor yet this clearly, but through 
indications to such as are able to understand tliese investigations. 
We also sec that onr parturitions suffer these things about the 
one, and that in a similar manner they are solicitous and sub- 
verted. For the one, says Plato, if it is, is not the one. But if 
it is not, no assertion can be adapted to it : so that neither can 
there be a negation of it, nor can any name be given to it ; for 
neither is a name simple. Nor is there any opinion nor science 
of it. For neither are these simple; nor is intellect itself 
simple. So that the one is in every i-espect unknown and 
ineffable. 

What then ? Shall we investigate something else beyond 
the inediible ? Or periiaps, indeed, Plato leads us ineffably 
tlinmgh the one as a medium, to the ineffabje beyond the one 
which is now the subject of discussion ; and this by an ablation of 
the one, in the teanie manner as he leads us to the one by an abla- 
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imi of otlicr tliino-s. Bnt if liavirijr usoomloj] as fur as to the om 
be is silent^ this also is becoriiin^i^ m Piato to be jierfetaly silent 
after the manner of the aneients, concerning thin<vs in ever? 
respect unspeakable; for the discourse was iiKle«f most da/., 
gerous in consequence of falling un idiotical cars. Hence that 
which is beyond the one is to be honoured in the most perfect 
silence, and prior to tin's, by the rmjst perfect ignorance, whidi 
despises all knowledge.” ^ 

Ami in another part of the same admirable work, he furthfT 
observes : » Ascending therefore to the one, shall we meet with it 
as that which is known? Or wishing to meet with it as such 
shall we arnve at the unknown ? May we not say that each of 
these is true ? For we nmet with it afar off as that which is 
far known : and when we are united to it from afar, passing beyond 
that in our nature which, is gnostic of the one, than are we 
brought to be one, that is to be unknown instead of being 
gnostic. This contact, therefore, as of one with one, is above 
knowledge, but the other is as of that which is gnostic with that, 
which is known. As, however, the crooked is known by the 
straight, so we form a conjecture of the unknown by the known. 
And this indeed is ,a mode of knowledge. 2^he one, therefore, is so 
far known, that it does not admit of an appi'oximating knowledge, 
but appears aiar off as known, and imparts a gnostic indication 
of itself. Unlike other things, however, the nearer we approach 
to it, it is not the more, but on the contrary less knowui ; know- 
ledp being dissolved by the one into ignorance, since as we have 
before observed where there is knowledge there is also separa- 
tion. But separation approaching to the one is inclosed in 
union ; so that knowledge also is refunded into ignoramje. This, 
too, the analogy of Plato requires. For first, we endeavour to 
see the sun, and we do indeed see it afar off; but by how much 
the nearer we approach to it, by so much the le.ss do we see it : 
and at length, we neither see otiier things nor it, the eye Ijeconi- 
ing spontaneously dazisled by its light. Ls therebu'e ’‘the one in 
in its proper nature unknown, though there is something nn- 

‘ As that winch is below all knowle(lfi:{* is an ignorance wc^r.se than 
kiuwledge, so the silence in which onr ascent to llioAicirable terminatj-s 
IS siuvecijed by an ignorance superior to alkknowliMlge. he: it. inove.-or’ 
be carciully remembered, that such an ignorance is only to bo obtained 
alter the most scientitic and intellectual energios. 
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known benide the one f The one indeed wills to be by itself, but 
witli no Ollier; but the unknown, hQy<mA the one^ is perfectly 
ineffublo, which we acknowledge we neither know, nor are 
ignorant of, but which has about itself super-ignorance. Hence 
by proximity to this the 07ie itself is darkened : for being very 
near to the immense principle, if it be lawful so to speak, it 
remains as it were in the adytum of that truly mystic silence. 
On this account, Plato in speaking of it finds all his assertions 
stib^'erled : for it is near to the subversion of every thing, which 
takes |)lace about the first. It dilFcrs from it however in this, 
that it is om simply, and that according to the one it is also at 
the same time all things. But the first is above the one and all 
things^ being more simple than either of these.” 
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